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CHRONOLOCY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional “Hist istory, 24 vols. : 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621 ; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 








THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Mest Hon. the- Marquess of SALISBURY. K.G. 

Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury —-Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.1. 
Home Department Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 

Colonial——Rt. Hon. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BropRIck. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFouR. 

Postmaster-General——Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 

First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. KR. W. HANBURY. 











NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——-J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, K.C., M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HucGu O. a oe Esq., M.P. 
a Bis fH. T, ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury-—) Wipriam HAYES vous, Esg., M.P. 
( May eso og = T. KERR, K.C.B. 
, : Rear-Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 

Lords of the Admiralty—, Rear. Admiral A. K. Witsoy, V.C., C.B. 

Capt. A. W. Moor, C.B., C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office-——Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —Rt. Hon. JESSE COLLINGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coloniai Office—Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentaiy Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board ——J. GRANT LAwson, Exq M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. FINLAY, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——-Rt Hon. E. CArson, K.C., M.P. 
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OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General it. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
‘and Admiralty Division. 

Lord Chamberlain. Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O 

Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWEs, M.P. 

Lord Steward——Rt. nati Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
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BOROUGH. 
Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. 








oder of the then 
lreasurer of the Household 
Master of the Buckhounds Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE 
(General Rt. Hon. Viscount BRIDPORT, G. C.B. (permanent). 
Rt. Hon. Earl of KINTORE, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Lords-in-Waiting—— + Rt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.I., G.C.LE. 
tt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
tt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON, 
Rt. Hon. Lord BAGor. 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFouR OF BURLEIGH. 
Lord Justice-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFourR. 

tt. Hon. A. G. Murray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord « j tt. Hon. Lord K1nspurGu, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of MONTROSE, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner tt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——CHARLES Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor ——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

chief Secretary ——Kt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 

Under Secretary tt. Hon. Sir DAvip HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instructicn President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General Rt. Hon. a ATKINSON, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——GEo. WRIGHT, Esq. 










































PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees tt. Hon. Earl of MORLEY. 

Clerk of Parliaments Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq 

Senior Clerks 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Otlicer of Private Bill Costs 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office A, HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 

Princi ~ Clerk of Private C omnmittees —J, i. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerk F. SKENE, Esq. ; H. HAMILTON GorDON, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. 
(Clerk attending the Table) ; in A. MCDONNELL; A. H. RoBINSON, Esq. ; H. P. ST. 
JOHN, Esq.; V. M. BippuLpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. STonor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; 
C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HOTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——G. FULKEs, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. CourT ; Assistant Copyist Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers Messrs. W. WORFELL, A. A. VORFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LocKkE, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
»——J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod 


























R. W. Monro, Esq. 
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Gen. Sir Michael A. §. BIDDULPH, G.C.B. 


Yeoman Usher—— Captain T. D. BUTLER. 
Serjeant-at-Arms—— Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C,S.1. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 

Shorthand Writer W. H GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLAcoTtT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. WILLIAM AGGAs. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. T. KENDRICK. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——ARCHIBALD MILM. AN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk- Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, om 

Principal Clerks 
Publie Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. GrBBons, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office——R. DICKINSON, "Esq. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMEUSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —-F. St. GEORGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq. ; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. ‘DOYLE, Bart. 

— int Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; AR THUR |. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HowE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HORACE WEST, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON- DAVIE, Esq. ; ‘ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BULL, Esq. ; F. R. WILLIAMS WYNN, Exc ; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. BonD, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, bisa. 

Junior Clerks 1, C. DAWKINS, Esq. ; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, ie: R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. SCOTT PORTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq.; 
W.T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBONS, Esq.; 3 A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. : 

K. J.C. Moorsom, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LOCKTON, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office . A, A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAviE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONEs, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Depaty Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Ottice Messenger Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hints, Mr. J. SpRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SpRAY, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. R 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. : 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mnr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistansb-——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster Mr. EDMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

r. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House Rey. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS Leicn, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

teferee of Private Bills ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 
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Taxing Master——C. W. CampIon, Esq. ; Clerk B. H. _ ~~ 
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SEVENTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1901. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 1llta JUNE, 1901 


EarL or GosFoRD—VISCOUNT BarRINGTON.—Petitions of Archibald Brabazon 
Sparrow Acheson, Earl of Gosford, and of Walter Bulkeley, Viscount Bar- 
rington, both in the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the 
Lord Chancellor to consider and report thereupon to the House .. 


TooK THE OatH.—Several Lords took the Oath 


Sat First.—The Lord Howard de Walden sat first in Parliament after the death 
of his father a: 24 = 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Newry Port and Harbour Trust ; Mansfield Corporation ; 
Bingley Urban District Council ; British Gas Light Company ; Burton- 
upon-Trent Corporation; Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric 
Power ; Dublin (Equalisation of Rates); Irish Presbyterian Church ; 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) ; 
Metropolitan Water Companies (Amendment of Acts) ; Pembroke Urban 
District Council (County of Dublin) ; Swanage Gas and Water ; Totten- 
ham and Hampstead Junction Railway. 

Also the certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :—London County Council (Money) ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3).. 

And also the certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bills have not been complied with :—City and North- 
Eastern Suburban Electric Railway [H.L.|—(Petition for additional 
Provision) ; North British Railway ; Biggleswade Water ; Belfast 
and Northern Counties Railway ; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway (New Ross and Waterford Extension) ; Winsford Urban 
District (Gas Transfer, etc.). 

The same were ordered to lie on the Table 








x TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 11.) 


City and North Eastern Suburban Electric Railway Bill [u.1.] 
(Petition for Additional Provision) ; North British Railway Biil ; 
Biggleswade Water Bill ; Belfast and Northern Counties Railway B 1; 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and Waterford Exten- 
sion) Bill; Winsford Urban District (Gas Transfer, ete.) Bill —Examiner’s 
Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the 
Standing Orders Committee on Monday next 


West Surrey Water Bill.—Read 2”, and committed 


Caledonian Railway Bill.—Read 2", and committed. The Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. i be nA 


Kettering Urban District Water Bill.—Read 24, and committed 
Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water Bill.—IRead 27, 


and committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection 


Richmond Gas Bill; Stroud Gas Bill; North Eastern Railway Bill.— 
Read 2¢, and committed - ie bk e - a si 


Bolton Corporation Bill [u.1.]; Wisbech Water Bill [#.1.]; Bristol 
Corporation Cemetery Biil [H.L.]; Harpenden District Gas Bill [HL] ; 
Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Manchester and Liverpool 
Electric Express Railway Bill [H.L.]; Dover Corporation Bill [H.L.] ; 
Heywood and Middleton ‘Water Board Bill [1.1.].—Read 3% and passed, 


and sent to the Commons 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Gas Bill; Bury Corporation 
Tramways Bill; Midland Railway Bill—Read 3¢, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons .. 


Alfreton Gas Bill [".L.]; Omagh Gas Bill [u.L.]—Commons Amend- 


ments considered, and agreed to 


Giasgow Corporation (Police) Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
[u.L.](No. 104); Ayr County Buildings Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill [u.L.] (No. 103).—To be printed 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill 
{u.t.|.—A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the 
Board of Trade under the General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, relating 
to Bexhill, Burghead, Carradale, Elgin, and Lossiemouth and Urr Navi- 
gation. Was presented by the Earl of Dudley: Then it was moved that 
the Sessional Order of the 21st March last, ** That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill originating in this House shall be read a first time after 
Thursday, the 9th day of May next,” be dispensed with in respect of the 
said Bill; and that the Bill be now read 1¢; agreed to; Bill read 1¢ 
accordingly ; to be printed, and referred to the Examiners. (No. 102.) 


Metropolitan Common Scheme (Ham) Provisional Order Bill.— 
Read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [H.L.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [H.L.]; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 11) Bill [H.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
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(No. 12) Bill [4.L.]; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.1.] ; 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [H.L.]; Tramways Orders 
{ Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [H.L.]; Water Orders Confirmation hig 2) 
Bill [.L.|.—Read 2 (according to Order) Js : ‘ ‘ti 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [H.L.].—House 
in Committee (according to Order): Amendments made: Standing 
Committee negatived: The Report of Amendments to be received on 
Thur:day next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [H.L.].—House 
in Committee (according to Order): Bill reported without amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [1.L.].—House in Committee (according 
to Order): Amendments made ; Standing Committee negatived ; the 
Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next .. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.]—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived’; and Bill to be read 3¢, on Thursday next.. 


Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) Bill; Blackpool Improvement Bill ; 
Bradtord Corporation Bill ; Bury Corporation Bill ; Golborne Gas Bill ; 
London County Council (Tramways and Street Widenings) Bill—Brought 
from the Commons ; read 1@ ; and referred to the Examiners. . 


Metropolitan Railway Bill; Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway 
Bill ; West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill.—Brought from the Com- 
mons ; read 1@ ; and referred to the Examiners. . 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
RoyaL OBSERVATORY, EpINBURGH.—Eleventh Annual Report of the Astro- 
nomer Royal for Scotland 3 “a a : 


TRADE REePORTS—ANNUAL SERIES.—No. 2623, Russia (Batoum); No. 2624, 

France (Corsica) ; No. 2625, France (Pondicherry and Karikal) 

BoarpD OF EDUCATION :— 

1. Directory, with regulations for establishing, conducting, and inspecting 
schools and classes in connection with the Board of Education, South 
Kensington (from Ist August, 1901, to 31st July, 1902). 

2. Directory, Part II., comprising syllabuses and lists of apparatus, ete., 
for use in schools and classes in connection with the Board of Eduea- 


tion, South Kensington (from Ist August, 1901, to 31st July, 1902). 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITIONS. 
CHARITY COMMISSION (SCHEMES).—Petition for power of appeal against the dis- 
missal of head teachers and assistants in schools, of ‘Thomas Allen, M.A. ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Suops (EarLy CLosina) BIL [H.L. |.—Petition against, of certain licence holders 
of Leicester ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


HasituaL Drunkarps BIL [u.L.]; Licensing Bill [H.L.].—Petition in favour 
of, of the Rochdale Temperance Society ; read, and ordered to lie on the 


Table 


xi 


Page 


a | 


Gr 


6 


~I 


ba | 





xii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 11.] 

TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES).—Petition against the Amend- 
ment of Standing Order No. 22 ; of Paddington Corporation ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table is i ioe - is 

Prsiic Accounts.—Leave given to the Viscount Esher to attend the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons, pursuant to the message of yester- 
day, if he think fit, and, his Lordship consenting thereto, a message 
ordered to be sent to the Commons to acquaint them therewith 


HapituaL DRUNKARDS BILL [H.L.] (No. 105) [Now] DRunKARDs BILL (H.L.] ; 
Licensing Bill [H.1.] (No. 106).—Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments: The Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House and by the Standing Committee to be 
received on Friday next ; and Bills to be printed as amended .. ‘a - 


BisHop OF SoutHwarK BILL [H.L.]—House in Committee (according to 
Order). 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 
Amendment moved— 

‘In Clause 2, page 2, line 11, after ‘ provision ’ to insert ‘ and, so 
far as not required for the provision, towards the maintenance.’ ””—( The 
Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 

Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury .. ee os oe os 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 3, page 2, line 33, after “ Act ’ to insert ‘ and on such a 
re-arrangement being made the scheme effecting the re-arrangement 
may, if the Bishop of Worcester assents thereto, contain provisions for 
transferring from the Bishop of Worcester to the Bishop of Rochester 
the patronage of the benefices of Bromley, Chislehurst, and Dartford, 
mentioned in that schedule.’ ”—(The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 

Amendment agreed to. 
Jther Amendments agreed to. 
ichedules amended and agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived. 
The Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next ; and Bill to 
be printed as amended. (No. 107.) 
QUEEN ANNE’s Bounty BoarpD :— 
The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) 





Moved to resolve 


‘“ That it is expedient that a Select Committee be appointed to join 
with a Committee of the Commons to consider the constitution of Queen 
Anne’s Bounty Board, and to report whether economy and efficiency 
of administration would be promoted by any change in its constitution 
or by its amalgamation with any other body.”—(The Marquess of 
Salisbury.) 
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On Question, agreed to, and a message ordered to be sent to the Commons 
to acquaint them therewith. 


DEMISE OF THE Crown BiLL.—Brought from the Commons; Read la; 
and to be printed. (No. 108.) .. we “a set yi sie a 9 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Five of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, TUESDAY, 1llta JUNE, 1901, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
South Metropolitan Gas Bill (By Order).—Order for Third Reading 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. “ 9 
Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) 12 
Amendment proposed— 
“ To leave out from the word * That ’ to the end of the question, in 
order to add the words ‘ the Bill be re-committed to the former Com- 
mittee in respect of Clause 5 (Sale of unissued stock), and that the Com- 
mittee have leave to sit and proceed forthwith.’ ”—(Mr. Lough.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) “0 oo $s “ ‘a 
Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) * 33 a - a ee 
Sir Henry Fletcher (Sussex, Lewes) + 3 - ‘on 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) si “ 4 i 
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 
Penrith) i ss os ie - i oe 16. 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, E. ) re - “f ae «<. 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 252 ; Noes, 112. (Division List No, 242.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill 
[Lords]. (By Order.)—Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) 22 
24 


Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 


Amendment proposed— 
‘To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Sir Joseph Dimsdale.) 


Question proposed, “* That the word ‘ now ’ stand part of the Question.” 
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Discussion :— 


Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 

Mr. Laurence Hardy (Kent, Ashford) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. 

The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, ‘Leeds, 
Central) 

Captain Norton (Newington, W. - 

Sir J. Blundell Maple (Camberwell, Dulwich) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 277 ; Noes, 166. (Division List No. 243.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.— 
_ (By Order.) —Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) sé fs ne Ae is 
The Attorney Genera' for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.).. 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ns . - ¢ ” ts 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 
Arizona Copper Company, Limited, Order Confirmation Bill. 


(By Order.) [Under the.Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899. |—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Dillon 5% ore se = = s 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 
Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) > 


Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time ; to be considered. 
Blackpool Improvement Bill.—Read the third time, and passed .. 
Bradford Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed. [New Title. ] 


West Cumberland Electric <r aaa Bill. ela consent signified ; 
read the third time, and passed : ; ‘ % - ve 


Notting Hill Electric oe Bill—As amended, considered ; to be 


read the third time .. 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] 
(Under the Private Legislation Procedure encima Act, 1899).—Read 
the third time, and passed ‘ : si ‘ : ‘ ss 
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Ardrossan Gas and Water Order Confirmation Bill.—Considered 
under Section 9, Sub-section (4) of the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899 ; to be read the third time upon Thursday 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Acton) Bill 
[Lords] ; Military Lands Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Read a second 


time, and committed 


Naval Works Provisional Order Bill. (By Order,)—Read a second 
time, and committed fs 4 a 3 +5 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That wines have agreed to, Gateshead and District 
Tramways Bill, without amendment ; Falkirk and District Tramways 
Order Confirmation Bill, with an Amendment ; London Bridge Widening 
Bill, with Amendments ; Amendment to Sheffield District Railway Bill 
[Lords], without amendment ~ “ My 


STANDING OrDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 

1. “ That, in the case of the Handsworth Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords], Petition for dispensing with Standing Order 129 in the case 
of the ‘ Birmingham Corporation ’ against the Bill, the said Standing 
Order ought to be dispensed with.” 


2. “ That, in the case of the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway 
(New Ross and Waterford Extension), Petition for Bill, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


DuBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD RaiLway (New Ross AND WATERFORD 
EXTENSION).—Report [this day] from the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders read ; Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. John Redmond, Sir 
Thomas Esmonde, Viscount Milton, and Mr. Ffrench 


Yorkshire Electric Power Bill.—Reported with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed i. sd és Hs ni 


PRIVATE BILLs (Group K).—Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group K of Private Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Thursday, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock ; Report to lie upon the Table $e 


PETITIONS. 

BoroucH Funps Act AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Falkirk, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. Petition from West Ham, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table 

BurtAL PLAces (EXEMPTION FROM RATES) (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from 
Dundee, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 





Cuina WAR 1856-1861 (PRIZE MONEY AND SEYMOUR FUND).—Petition from 
Portsmouth, for inquiry ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ' 

CuurcH DIscipLINE.—Petition from Seaforth, for alteration of law: to lie 
upon the Table a ia = a 


CoaL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Granville ; Church 
Gresley ; Reservoir ; and Brentby Collieries ; to lie upon the Table 
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ELEMENTARY EpucaTIon (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHOOLs).—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Cardiff ; and ere ; 
to lie upon the Table : - 


Hospitats (EXEMPTION FROM Rates) BitL.—Petition from West Ham, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 





HovusInG OF WorkKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. etition from 


Gloucester, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


INDUSTRIAL ScHoots Acts AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Dundee. in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


LEASEHOLD ENFRANCHISEMENT (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petition from 
West Ham, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


LIGHTS ON VEHICLES BILL.—Petition from Dundee, in favour: to lie upon 
the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petition from Edinburgh, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (E1cut Hours) Brti.—Petitions in favour, from Oakengates ; Dawley ; 
Donnington Wood; Donisthorpe; Rawdon; Netherseal; Granville ; 
Church Gresley ; Reservoir; and Brentby Collieries ; to lie upon the 


Table he 


OLD AGE Pensions (No. 4) BILL.—Petition from West Ham, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table 


Roman CaTHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN JRELAND.—Petitions against establishment, 
from Crieff ; West Calder ; and Mid Calder ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Attercliffe ; and Eccleshall ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions against, from 
Swindon; Horncastle; North Somerset; Newbury; and Bury; to 
lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Hull (two); Hatfield ; Hendon (five) ; Bir- 
mingham (two) ; Carlisle (three) ; Salisbury ; Nuneaton: Brades ; Five 
Oak Green; Southsea; Farningham ; Sheffield (two) ; Kingston-upon- 
Hull (two) ; Dudley ; Wingate ; Victoria Park ; Leeds (three) ; Primrose 
Hill ; Blackheath ; Deptford ; Carlisle Cross ; Westminster ; West Ham ; 
West Hendon; Cardiff; Maesteg (eleven) ; Chatham (four) ; Sunder- 
land (ten) ; Silksworth ; New Seaham ; Pallion ; Stanford-le-Hope (two) ; 
Worthing: Hackney (two); Belvedere; Hoxton; Holywood ; Maid- 
stone; Reigate; Hereford; Shotts; Manchester; Motherwell; Mid- 
somer Norton; Hebden Bridge; Barrowford; Stocksbridge (two) : 
South Tottenham ; Enfield (three); Nelson; Mildmay Park; Bethnal 
Green; and Loughborough; to lie upon the Table 


SALE oF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Monimail; Largs; Forgan; Wamphray; and West 
Linton ; to lie upon the Table ' 

ScHoot BoarD FOR LONDON (SCHEDULE OF PROPOSED SITE OF SCHOOL BETWEEN 
BROMLEY AND PORTLAND STREETS, STEPNEY).—Petition from Stepney, 
against ; to lie upon the Table be _ bi 


SHops BiLt.—Petition from West Ham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table i 
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SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON AccEssION BILL.—Petitions against, from Watton ; 
East Newport ; and Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table ‘ , 

Trout FisHinc ANNUAL CLOSE TIME (SCOTLAND) BrLt.—Petition from Dun- 
dee, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ie 3 os re os 

WorKMEN’S CoMPENSATION Act (1897) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BrLt.—Petition 
from West Ham, in favour; to lie upon the Table PF “A 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

RoyaL Opservatory (EpinpurGcu).—Copy presented, of Eleventh Annual 
Report of the Astronomer Royal for Scotland [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table = =) 

ELEMENTARY EpucaTIoN (STANDARDS OF EXEMPTION).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 6th May; Mr. Ernest Gray]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 202.] .. “i als ¥y SF el 

Navy (HyproGrapuer’s Report).—Copy presented, of Report on Admiralty 
Surveys for the year 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 

Care oF Goon Hope OpsERVATORY.—Copy presented, of Report of the Astro- 
nomer to the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty for the year 1900 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 

GREENWICH HosPITAL AND TRAVERS’ FouNDATION.—Copy presented, of State- 
ment of the estimated Income and Expenditure of Greenwich Hospital 
and of Travers’ Foundation for the year 1901-1902 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 203.] is aie ‘ 

TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2623 and 2625 [by Command] ; to 


lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS. 

Soutn AFRICAN WArR—Farm Burninc.—Questions, Mr. Lloyd-George (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brod- 
rick (Surrey, Guildford) £5 $5 

MEDICAL OFFICERS ON ACTIVE SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, 
N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick : ks 

GOVERNMENT Stock Farms.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

War OFFICE ORGANISATION.—Questions, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 8.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick ar 7 io ws Le 

RESERVE OF SMALL ARMS AMMUNITION.—Question, Mr. Norman; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick a ; : 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Question, Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ae i As ne oe 

Horses OBTAINED IN SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Colonel Legge (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


Miuitary CRIMES—STATISTICS—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley ig . - wi sis a af 
VOL. XCV. [FouRTH SERIES. } b 
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GUERNSEY MILITIA.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


FINANCIAL CONDITION OF ANNEXED REPUBLICS—Sir Davin Barzpour’s REPORT. 
—Question, Mr. M‘Dermott (Kilkenny); Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


NEw CONSTITUTION FOR THE ANNEXED REPUBLICS.—Question, Mr. Black 
(Banffshire) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain op 


VICTUALLING IN THE NAvY.—Questions, Mr. Norman and Mr. Kearley (Devon- 


port) ; Answers, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, 
Belfast, W.) 


ExpLosion ON H.M.S. “ Darinc.”—Questions, Mr. Lambton (Durham, 
S.E.), Mr. William Allan (Gateshead), and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 


Regis) ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


H.M.S. “ Evryatus.’’—Question, Mr. Richard Cavendish (Lancashire, N., 
Lonsdale) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. 


INDIAN FaMINE CoMMIssION ReEPORT.—Question, Mr. Schwann; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


FRANCE AND Morocco.—Question, Mr. Norman; Answer, The Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester). . 


Cutna—GERMAN GARRISON AT SHANGHAI.—Question, Mr. Norman ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne 


INSPECTORS OF MINES.—Question, Mr. Osmond Williams (Merionethshire) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) ; 


DisposaL OF BopiEs oF DrceAseD INFANTS.—Question, Sir John Kennaway 
(Devonshire, Honiton) ; Answer, The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


Rate COLLECTORS AND DENOMINATIONAL ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. George 
White (Norfolk, N.W.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


COLONIAL Stock AND TRUST INVESTMENT—JAMAICA GOVERNMENT STOCK.— 
Question, Mr. Alban Gibbs (London) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


LOANs FoR PuBLIc WorKS.—Question, Lieut.-Colonel Pryce Jones (Montgomery 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. E 


PosTAGE STAMP PERFORATION.—-Question, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain es ae re i 


WetsH Mart Service.—Question, Mr. Osmond Williams ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain e ; S3 . 


MaralG BuriAL GRouND.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


ScoTtrisH MEDICAL OFFICERS OF HEALTH.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. 
A, Graham Murray 


Scorcy Burcu Avupitors.—Question, Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray .._.. be on. a . 
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THE NATIONAL GALLERY.—Questions, Mr. Loder (Brighton) and Dr. Farqu- 
harson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answers, The First Commissioner of Works 
(Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine) 


VISITORS TO KILLARNEY—ACTION OF PoLiceE.—Questions, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, 
E.) and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, The Chief ena for Ireland 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) : 


POLICE AND UNITED IrIsH LEAGUE MEETINGS. nn ounaicts Donelan 
(Cork, E.), Mr. Power (Waterford, E.), Mr. Flavin, and Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


DUBLIN PoLIcE AND MuskKETRY INSTRUCTION.—Question, Mr. Mooney Sicaiee 
County, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; ce ae 


BALTIMORE (Cork) PostTaL DELIVERY. ee Mr. ee (Cork County, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain . : 2 : 28 


PUBLIC SERVICE EXAMINATIONS—MODERN LANGUAGES.—Question, Mr. Crombie 
(Kincardineshire) ; Answer, The First Lord of the meant vit hd. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.)} 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Questions, Mr. E. J. C. Morton itieaianai Mr. 
Gibson Bowles, Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet), Mr. Lucas (Ports- 
mouth), and Mr. Loder: Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour and Mr. Speaker 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to amend certain provisions of the Solicitors Acts, 1839 to 1894.” [Soli- 
citors Bill [Lords]. 


Pusiic Accounts.—That they have given leave to Viscount Esher to attend 
in order to his being examined as a witness before the Select Committee 
appointed by this House on Public Accounts, his Lordship consenting 


Quren Anne's Bounty Boarp.—That they concur with the Commons in their 
resolution, “ That it is expedient that a Select Committee be appointed 
to join with a Committee of the Commons to consider the constitution of 
Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, and to report whether any economy and 
efficiency of administration would be promoted by any change in its con- 
stitution or by its amalgamation with any other body.” 


Alkali, Etc, Works Regulation Bill [Lords].—Read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Monday, 24th June, and to be printed. [Bill 
207.] + ‘ 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERNMENT BUSINESS) :— 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘“‘ That, for the remainder of the session, Government Business do 
have precedence on Tuesday and Wednesday (except on Wednesday, 
the 12th, and Wednesday, the 19th of June), and that the provisions 
of Standing Order 56 be extended to all the days of the week.” —(Mr. 
A. J. Balfour.) 


Discussion :— 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling a: 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 
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Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, visiiaiadis 
Mr. Tritton (Lambeth, Norwood) : 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) 

Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) . 

Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron W alden) 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ak 

Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) 

Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) 

Mr. Delany (Queen's County, Ossory) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 3, after the word ‘ on,’ to insert the words ‘ Tuesday the 
11th and.’ ’—(Mr. Delany.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 
Mr. Hammond (Carlow) 
Mr. Crean (Cork, S.E.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 107 ; Noes, 146. (Division List No. 244.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, ‘“ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 144 ; Noes, 110. (Division List No. 245.) 


Main Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That, for the remainder of the session, 
Government Business do have precedence on Tuesday and Wednes- 
day (except on Wednesday, the 12th, and Wednesday, the 19th of 
June), and that the an te of Standing Order 56 be extended 
to all the days of the week.”’—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 144; Noes, 111. (Division List No. 246.) 

Ordered, That, for the remainder of the session, Government Business 
do have precedence on Tuesday and Wednesday (except on Wednes- 
day, the 12th, and Wednesday, the 19th of June), and that the pro- 
visions of Standing Order 56 be extended to all the days of the week. 


Factory and Workshops Acts Amendment Bill.—Order for Second 
Reading read. 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) , pe a rn i 3 we es ; 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) .. 
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Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words‘ while welcoming many of the changes intro- 
duced into the present Bill, this House regrets the tendency displayed 
in the outwork clauses to transfer power from the factory inspectors to 
the inspectors of local authorities.’ ””’—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Ritchie oe Ps Es; ite Se eis as se o> 238 
Sir Charles Dilke - ‘Ss o ‘a - . . «2 £29 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) ss si .. 129 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ..- 133 
The First Lord of the Treasury ail A. J. - Balfour, Manchester, E. ) 139 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) is : . 139 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) ‘ vi - - .. I14l 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver pool, Scotland) ba is .. 142 


Debate adjourned till Thursday. 
Civil List Bill.—Order for Third Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“ That the Bill be now read the third time.” 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. re “ss +s = -» 143 

It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 

Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 
WAYS anp MEANS (10TH JuNE).—Resolution reported 

MOLASSES AND GLUCOSE. 


‘That there shall be charged on and after the eleventh day of June 
nineteen hundred and one the following Customs duties :— 


Molasses and all sugar and extracts from sugar which cannot 
be tested by the polariscope— 
If containing 70 per cent. or more of sweetening matter s. d. 


theewt. 2 9 
If containing less than 70 per cent, and more than 50 per : 
cent. of sweetening matter i ie .. thecwt. 2 0 
If containing notmore than 50 per cent. of sweetening 
matter .. .. - ie ie ¥ .. thecwt. 1 0 
Glucose : 
Solid... a “ ‘55 % a .. theecwt. 2 9 
Liquid .. bd Be a sf 3 ts 5 2-0 


And that there shall be charged on and after the same date on glucose 
excise duties equivalent to the Customs duties charged on that article.” 
Resolution agreed to ea ic és R , s - .. 144 
Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the isu on the Finance Bill 

that they have power to make provision therein pursuant to the said 
- resolation:—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
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HOoUvsING OF THE LABOURING CLassEs.—Resolved, That it is expedient that a 
Select Committee of this House be appointed to join with a Committee of 
the Lords to consider the Standing Orders relating to houses occupied by 
persons of the labouring class and the Clauses usually inserted in Private 
and Local Bills and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills in pursuance 
thereof ; and to report whether any amendments should be made in such 
Standing Orders and Clauses, and especially whether any and what pro- 
vision should be made for better securing the rehousing of all persons of 
the labouring class who may be displaced in connection with the under- 
takings to which the Bills ‘relate, whether displaced under the powers 
given by the Bills or otherwise. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith.—(Mr. Secretary 
Ritchie.) ra - 


Steam Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill—The Select 
Committee on Steam Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill was 
nominated of—Mr. William Allan, Mr. Baldwin, Sir John Brunner, 
Mr. Crean, Mr. Galloway, Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Nannetti, 
Lieut.-Colonel Pilkington, Sir Francis Powell, Mr. Renshaw, Colonel 
Royds, Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), and Sir Thomas 
Wrightson. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records, 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 12TH JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Eccles aipoieaaee Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time ade ek Se ae ae 


Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water and Improvement Bill | Lords]; 
Chester Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords]; Chesterfield Improve- 
ment Bill [Lords]; Faversham Water Bill [Lords] ; Handsworth Urban 
District Council Bill [Lords]; London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Bill [Lords]; Lynton and Barnstaple Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [Lords]; Portmadoe, Beddgelert, and South 
Snowdon Railway Bill [Lords]; Rodgers’ Patent Bill [Lords].—Read a 
second time, and committed os a sf - so 


South Essex Water Bill [Lords]; South Lancashire Tramways Bill 
[Lords] ; Southport Water (Transfer) Bill [Lords]; Tyneside Tramways 
and Tramroads Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed .. , 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and Water- 
ford Extension) Bill.—“ To amend the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway (New Ross and Waterford Extension) Act, 1897; and to 
enable the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Company to alter 
the level of a certain public road in the townland of Rosbercon and county 
of Wexford, and to carry Railway No. 1 authorised by the said Act across 
the said road on the level ; and for other purposes ; read the first time, 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. 6. ame 
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London United Tramways Bill —Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee on the Bexley Tramways Bill of the present 
session be referred to the Committee on Group 8 in respect of the London 
United Tramways Bill.—(Mr. Caldwell.).. “ es den 


STANDING OrpDERS.—Resolution reported from the Committee :— 

* That, in the case of the Education Board Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion (London) Bill [Lords], originating and now pending in the Lords, 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the Bill be 
permitted to proceed, provided that proof be given before the Ex- 
aminers, and that a report be made to the House of the deposit of the 
statement of the number of houses of the labouring classes proposed 
to be taken, in the Private Bill Office of the House of Commons and 
at the Office of the Central Authority.” 

Resolution agreed to .. 
PETITIONS. 
ALKALI, Etc., Works ReGuLaTion BILL.—Petition from Manchester, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table x“ él “4 “i 
BuriAL Grounps (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Aberdeen, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table i $s = + 2 
BurtaL PLaces (EXEMPTION FROM Rates) (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from 
Aberdeen, in favour ; to lie upon the Table os - “a me 
CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from Cwmaman ; 
Treaman ; Nantmelyn ; and Padeil and Bwich Collieries ; to lie upon the 
Table... oe “a . = a 
Epucation Bitt.—Petitions against, from Gravesend; and Sunderland ; to 
lie upon the Table i “ - 
HapituaL DrunKarps.—Petition from Ecclesall, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table ‘ i si - 
LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors).—Petition from Worthing, for 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table .. te ss ‘3 s 
Licut Rattways BILL. 
Table 
Mines (Eicut Hours) BiLtt.—Petitions in favour, from Hafod Rhondda ; 
George Pit ; Lletty Shenkin; Gwrhyd; Lower Duffryn; Blaennant ; 
Aberaman ; Cwmaman; Fforchaman ; Treaman ; Bwillfa ; Padell and 
Bwlch ; Nantmelyn ; Werfa ; Treaman ; and Merthyr Collieries ; to lie upon 
the Table : ind iv * 
POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL : 
Petitions against, from Kinross ; and Aberdeen ; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions from Govan, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table .. 





Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to lie upon the 





SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL :— 

Petitions against. from Keighley, Halifax ; Dukinfield ; Southport ; 
Norwich (two) ; and East Bristol ; to lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Sheffield ; Birmingham ; Deptford ; York ; Ham- 
mersmith ; Hackney (two); St. Giles ; Otley ; Streatham (four) ; 
Altrincham ; Uttoxeter ; Kensington ; Everton ; East London ; Mid 
dlesbrough ; Woodford ; Southsea ; Shoreditch ; Liverpool ; Southport 
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(three); Colchester ; Garston ; Gainsborough (fifteen) ; Morton (three) ; 
Hove; Heath; London; Macclesfield (three) ; Halifax ; Harding- 
stone ; Wisbech ; Tower Hamlets ; Hampstead ; Newbury ; Daven- 
ham ; Poplar ; West Hartlepool ; Timsbury ; and Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne ; to lie upon the Table - . fe 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions 
in favour ; Urquhart more Fodderty ; Aberdeen ; and Creich ; to lie upon 
the Table : % as 


Trout FisHiING ANNUAL CLOSE TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Aber- 
deen, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table . Es ns 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BotanicaAL Work Commitrre.—Return [presented 6th June] to be printed. 
[No. 205.] ” is se ‘3 js - oo e 


GLAsGow (EXPENDITURE ON VACCINATION).—Return [presented 6th June] to 
be printed. [No. 206.] a ” i mn = i “a 


LocaL Taxation (RoyaL CommMission).—Copy presented, of Final Report 
of His Majesty’s Commissioners appointed to inquire into the subject of 
Local Taxation [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


MUNICIPAL CoRPORATIONS (INCORPORATION OF EALING).—Copy presented, 
of Charter of Incorporation of the Borough of Ealing, dated 3rd June, 
1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table . a 


East INDIA (PROGRESS AND CONDITION).—Copy presented, of Statement 
exhibiting the Moral and Material Progress and Condition of India during 
the year 1899-1900. Thirty-sixth Number [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table i es es 5 5 - = i a 


EpucaTION (SCIENCE AND ART SCHOOLS) :— 

Copy presented, of Directory, with Regulations for establishing, con- 
ducting, and inspecting Schools and Classes in connection with the 
Board of Education, South Kensington (from 1st August, 1901, to 
31st July, 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Directory, Part II., comprising syllabuses and Lists 
of Apparatus, ete., for use in Schools and Classes in connection with 
the Board of Education, South Kensington (from 1st August, 1901, 
to 3lst July, 1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 





Ulster Custom (No. 2) Bill.—To be read a second time to-morrow 
Education (Young Children School Attendance) (Scotland) Bill.— As 
amended (by the Standing Committee), considered. 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) 
Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 12, to leave out the words ‘ from the school board 
of the district.’ ””—(Mr. Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 
Mr. Maxwell (Dumfriesshire) 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) : 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) sik Xp - ~ 
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Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 97 ; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 247.) 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 15, to leave out the word ‘ fourteen,’ and insert 
the word ‘ thirteen.’ ’"—(Mr. James Lowther.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ fourteen’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Pirie .. 
Sir Francis Powell (W igan) 
Mr. A. Graham Murray 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Parker Smith 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 18, after ‘ 1878’ to insert the words * before five 
o'clock in the morning or.’ ’—(Mr. Parker Smith.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick aia 
Mr. Renshaw 

Dr. Macnamara (€ lamberw ell, N. ) 

Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 

Sir Francis Powell .. 

Mr. A. Graham Murray , 

Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, New ton) . 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Dr. Macnamara 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 18, to leave out the word ‘ nine’ and insert the 


word ‘ eight.’ °—(Dr. Macnamara.) 
Question proposed, ‘* That the word ‘ nine’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. A. Graham Murray 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir Alfred Hickman (Wolverhampton, W.) 
Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 1, line 18, after the word‘ night,’ to leave out the words 

to the end of line 20.” —(Sir Alfred Hickman.) 
Question proposed, ‘* That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 
Mr. A. Graham Murray 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Renshaw 
Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 1, line 27, after the word ‘ age,’ to insert the words ‘ who 
aave obtained a certificate of ability to read and write, and of a know- 
ledge of elementary arithmetic from one of His Majesty’s inspectors.” 

—(Mr. Renshaw.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshire) > - _ .. 93 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment made— 
“In page 2, line 9, by leaving out the words, from the word 
‘ exempted,’ to the word ‘ and,’ in line 11.” 
Mr. Mazwell ee - = i ze on - < 2 


nner 2 
“In page 2, line 14, to leave out the words from the word ‘ that t 
to the word ‘a,’ in line 51.”—(Mr. Mazwell.) 
Question proposed “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Parker Smith 175 
Mr. A. Graham Murray 175 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 37, to leave out the words ‘and Employment of 
Young Children Regulation,’ and insert the words ‘ children school 
attendance.’ ’’—(Sir Francis Powell.) 

Question proposed, ‘* That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
Mr. A. Graham Murray ” _ ti Ms i < fae 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment made. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In Title, after the words ‘ Regulate the,’ to insert the words * Em- 
ployment and,’ and to leave out the word * Young.’ ”—(Sir Francis 
Powell.) 

Mr. Asquith 5a = is - i - 9 is (ES 
Amendment agreed to. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Wednesday next. 

Mines (Eight Hours) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 

Clause 1 :— 

Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) _ - - <a Se 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 

‘That Clause 1 be postponed.” —(Colonel Pilkington.) 

Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, W.) ni ~ * i és i< oon 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid re 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department ( Mr. Ritchie 

Croydon) : = -« 180 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dea n) - és so 61 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) i Re es - FOE 


Earl Percy (Kensington, S.) o ne “5 = = .. 182 
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Mr. William Abraham (Glamorganshire, annd vid .. 182 

73 Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, W.) s ; as s« +188 
i .. 183 


Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, BE) 


Sir William Harcourt : re % a’ ¥ ‘i .. 183 
Mr. Ritchie 3 .s * - «. om 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le- Street) ‘ a ‘9 .. 184 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) ‘a sie - .. 186 
74 Mr. Pickard (Yorkshire, W.R., N eens we - Pe v 3S 
. Mr. Lees Knowles ; ‘4 - . .. 2 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) oe i i 25 . oe 
Colonel Blundell agesuaay iat *9 a < — 
Sir James Joicey i 7 i $i as a 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk) os ss n oe at .. 188 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) “i - a - .. 189 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) - xt ‘ a .. 189 
5 Mr. James Hope (She feld, sna ‘i ws re . 1 
15; Mr. Richards (Finsbury, E.) ; , ne - s .. 190 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 167; Noes, 201. (Division List No. 
248.) 
Colonel Pilkington “5 -" on ‘“s - - ~ i 
Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 7, to leave out the word ‘ eight ’ and insert the 
‘ word * ten.’ ”—(Colonel ’ Pilkington. ) 
v F ” 
Question proposed, “‘ That the word‘ eight ’ stand part of the clause.’ 
Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Barnard Castle) + ‘i se ow O55 
Mr. Lees Knowles a - 3 di xa ae as ss 396 
Mr. Banbury és ds ‘a et “9 és - <« 13 
Sir Alfred Hickman Pe - bie “6 = ay .. 203 
Sir Thomas Wrightson (St. Pancras, E.) i - no .. 204 
Mr. Yoxall rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
; be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232; Noes, 156. (Division List No. 
249.) 

Question put accordingly, “That the word ‘eight’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 214; Noes, 153, (Division List No. 250.) 


And it being half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman left the chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday next. 


) QuEEN ANNE’s Bounty Boarp (JOINT COMMITTEE). —Ordered, That a Select 
Committee of five Members be appointed to join with a Committee to be 
appointed by the Lords to consider the constitution of Queen Anne’s 
Bounty Board, and to report whether economy and efficiency of adminis- 
tration would be promoted by any change in its constitution or by its 
amalgamation with any other body. 
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Sir William Anson, Mr. Hanbury, Mr. Humphreys-Owen, and Mr. 
Stevenson nominated members of the Committee.—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Question proposed, * That Mr. Stuart Wortley be one other Member 
of the Committee.” 


Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) objected. 
It being Six of the clock the Debate stood adjourned till to-morrow. 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at Six of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 13TH JUNE, 1901. 
Inrropucep.—Sir Alfred Milner, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., His Majesty’s High 
Commissioner for South Africa, and Administrator of the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colony, having been created Baron Milner of St. James's, 
in the County of London, and of Cape Town, in the colony of the Cape of 
Good Hope, was, in the usual manner, introduced .. 


Took THE OAtH.—Several Lords took the Oath. 


CHAIRMAN OF CoMMITTEES.—Moved, That the Earl Waldegrave be appointed 
to take the Chair in Committees of the Whole House this day in the absence 
of the Chairman of Committees (the Lord James) ; agreed to... _ 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Smethwick Corporation Bill [.L.].—Reported with Amendments 


Leeds Corporation Water Bill ie iitreaec from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments , oe Be = 


Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board Bill.—Read 24, and committed 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill; Aldershot 
Gas and Water Bill; Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power 
Bill; Bexley Tramways Bill; London Riverside Fish Market Bill.— 
Read 2a, and committed ; the Committees to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection ‘a Ke : 


Elland Gas Bill [H. : ilageaaa nan an Amendment made ; Bill eine and 


sent tothe Commons .. 


Great Northern Railway Bill—Read 34, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons = i Bs Bg a 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill [1.1. aja from the Commons; read 
1“; and referred to the Examiners ; si 8 2 


Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order cme Bill me L ‘ -—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to 


Finchley and Hendon Tramways Bill [H.L.]—Message to the Commons 
for James Bigwood, Esquire (a member), to be examined as a witness 
before the Select Committee of this House 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill - }—Amendments 


reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3% to-morrow 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [H.L. saline 34 


(according to Order), and passed, and sent tothe Commons .. 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [1.1.].—Amendments — cnet 
to Order), and Bill to be read 3% to-morrow ; ae a 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L : ial 34 —— 
to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ue 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [1.L.].—House in 
Committee (according to Order) ; Amendments made ; Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received to-morrow 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy (HyprocrapHer’s Report).—Report on Admiralty Surveys for the 
year 1900, by the Hydrographer ; és 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—No. 2626, France (New Caledonia) ; 
No. 2627, Portugal (Beira) 


Care oF Goop Horr OpservaTory.—Report of His Majesty's Astronomer at 
the Cape of Good Hope Observatory to the Lords Commissioners of the 
Admiralty for the year 1900 


LocaL Taxation (RoyAL Commission).—Final Report of His Majesty's Com- 
missioners appointed to inquire into the subject of local taxation. Pre- 
sented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table .. = a 


INDIA (PROGRESS AND CONDITION).—Statement exhibiting the moral and 
material progress and condition of India during the year 1899-1900. 
(Thirty-sixth number) 





GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND TRAVERS’ FOUNDATION.—Statement of the estimated 
income and expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ Founda- 
tion for 1901-1902 





MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCORPORATION 
poration of the borough of Ealing, dated 3rd June, 1901 


Potiinc Districts (County oF Warwick).—Order made by the County 
Council of the county of Warwick on 7th May, 1901, altering certain 
Polling Districts in the county. Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table - a2 ik 


—— 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE AcT, 1877.—Statutes made by the 
Governing Body of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, on 31st January, and sealed 
on 21st February, 1901, amending Statutes IV., [X., X., XIII, and 
XVII. of the Statutes of the College. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and to be printed. (No. 109.) : 4, te ats ha 

MeEpwWAy CoNSERVANCY.—Statement of receipts and expenditure for the year 
from 25th March, 1900, to 25th March, 1901 ; Delivered (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITION. 


Tramways (CONSENTS OF LocaL AUTHORITIES).—Petition against the amend- 
ment of Standing Order No. 22 of the metropolitan borough of Saint 
Marylebone ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table , 
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QvurEeN ANNE’S Bounty BoarD.—Message from the Commons that they have 
appointed a Committee to consist of five Members to join with a Committee 
of this House to consider the constitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, 
and to report whether economy and efficiency of administration would 
be promoted by any change in its constitution or by its amalgamation 
with any other body,and to request this House to appoint an equal number 
of Lords to be joined with the Members of their House; the said Message to 
be considered to-morrow 


HovusinG. OF THE LABOURING CLASSES.—Message from the Commons that 
they have come to the following resolution, to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House, viz., That it is expedient that a Select Com- 
mittee of this House be appointed to join with a Committee of the Lords 
to consider the Standing Orders relating to houses occupied by persons 
of the labouring class and the clauses usually inserted in Private and 
Local Bills and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills in pursuance thereof ; 
and to report whether any Amendments should be made in such Standing 
Orders and clauses, and especially whether any and what provision should 
be made for better securing the rehousing of all persons of the labouring 
class who may be displaced in connection with the undertakings to which 
the Bills relate, whether displaced under the powers given by the Bills or 
otherwise 


NEW BILL. 


County Councils (Bye-laws) Bill [H.L.].—A Bill to amend the law with 
regard to the making of bye-laws by county councils was presented 
by the Earl of Northbrook ; read 1%; and to be printed. (No. 110.) .. 


Prevention of Corruption (No. 2) Bill [H.1.].—House in Committee 
(according to Order); Bill reported without Amendment; and _ re 
committed to the Standing Committee. 


Bishopric of Southwark Bill [1.1.]—Amendments reported (according 
to Order), and Bill to be read 3% on Monday next. 


Convocations of the Clergy Bill [Seconp ReapinG].—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 55 $e 4s 

Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.—(The Lord Archbishop of Canter- 
bury.) 

The Lord Archbishop of York .. sh: 8 i e Si ne 

Th: Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (the Marquess of Salis- 

bury) - s % 5% Jy re 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2% accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


BENGAL RAILWAYS—INADEQUATE ENGINEERING WorKS :— 
Lord Stanley of Alderley 


Moved to resolve, That in the opinion of this House an inquiry should 
be made as to the defects of the waterway provided during 
the construction of the Eastern Bengal and the Central Bengal Rail- 


Puge 


216 


216 


216 


217 





June 1 


M 


ARMY 





6 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 13.] 


ways, which traverse the line taken by the natural drainage of the 
lower provinces, causing the districts to the west of those railways 
to be water-logged, while those on the eastern side suffer from the silt- 
ing up of the numerous rivers which conducted the spill seawards, 
and producing deplorable mischief to the health of a population 
exceeding five millions of souls ; and the remedies suggested by an in- 
dependent commission of engineers, assisted by a civil officer well 
acquainted with the language and local conditions.—(The Lord 
Stanley of Alderley.) 


The Under Secretary for India (The Earl of Hardwicke) 
Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
ARMY ORGANISATION—CONSTITUTION OF PRopOsED ARMY CorPs :— 


The Earl of Dunraven ‘ 
The Under Secretary of State for War - (Lord Ragla n) 


DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.—The Lords following to be 
named of the Select Committee, namely Cie Chancellor; The Lord 
Privy Seal (M. Salisbury); D. Argyll; E. Spencer; E. Cadogan ; E. 
Crewe]; V. Gordon (E. Aberdeen) ; L. ees (E. Dunraven and Mount- 
Earl) ; L. Tweedmouth. The Committee to meet on Tuesday, the 25th 
instant, at Twelve of the clock, and to appoint their own chairman 


House adjourned at twenty minutes past Five of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 13TH JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Arizona Copper Company (Ltd.) Order Confirmation Bill. (By Orpen.) 
[Under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899.] :— 


Mr. Parker Smith (Lancashire, Partick) 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be referred to a Joint Committee of Lords and 
Commons.” —(Mr. Parker Smith.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) 
Mr. J. E. Gordon (Elgin and Nairn) .. 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 
Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) . 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E) 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) . 
Sir Walter Thorburn (Peebles ‘and Selkirk) 
Mr. Renshaw “i 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W :) 
Mr. Stuart Wortley ( — aon 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Question put and negatived. 


Bill to be considered to-morrow. 
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Cromer Water Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill. mee consent signified ; 
Bill read the third time, and passed és ; 


London and India Docks (New Works) Bill. ae consent signified ; 
Bill read the third time, and passed . 


Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction wusieind Bill. 
—Read the third time, and passed 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill.—As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


Leeds Corporation eens 7 Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, 
and committed ; ws x ce oe =") 


Derby Corporation Bill.—Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence taken on 
the Derby Corporation (Extension of Borough, etc.) Bill, 1877, be referred 
to the Committee on the Derby Corporation Bill of this session.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


Ardrossan Gas and Water Confirmation Bill (UNpeR THF PrivaTE 


LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899),.—Read the third time, 


and passed 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders Confirmed]; Report to lie upen the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow ; 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working 
Classes) Bill—Reported with Amendments [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed] ; Report to lie —~ the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered 


to-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow .. m 


Winsford Urban District (Gas Transfer, etc.) Bill ; Great Western Rail- 

way Bill ; Swansea Harbour Bill ; Staly bridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukin- 

field Tramways and Electricity Board Bill ; Aspatria, Silloth, and District 

Water Bill [Lor ds]. —Reported, with Amendments ; es to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed : s ; 


Nitrate Railways Company Bill { Lords].—Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. . s - dl 


Otley Gas Bill [Lords].—Reported, without Amendment ; Report to lie _ 
the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be read the third time , 


with Amendments 


Shrewsbury Gas Bill 


[ Lords ].—-Reported, 
to lie upon the Table ; % ei 


; Report 


London (City) School for Orphans of Freemen Bill [Lords].—Reported, 
without Amendment ; Report to lie i the Table, and to be printed. 
Bill to be read the third time AO Be ; ea - - 
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Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, etc.) Bill 
[Lords].—Reported, without Amendment ; Report to lie 7 the Table, 
and to be printed. Bill to be read the third time .. ‘ és . 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [Lords].—Reported with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table .. + on ww «e 


Milford Docks Bill pe en with an Amendment ; Citi to lie 
upon the Table 


Cowes Ferry Bill [Lords|.—Reported, with Amendments; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ‘3 ah - “9 es 


Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District (Water) Bill [Lords]. —Reporied, 


with an Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... 


New Swindon Gas Bill [Lords]; Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead Gas 
Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed... ‘ si - “e ~ 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps:—FINCHLEY AND HENDON TRaMWaAys— BILL 
[Lords].—The Lords request that this House will be pleased to give leave 
to Mr. James Bigwood, a Member of this House, to attend in order to his 
being examined as a witness before the Select Committee appointed by 
their Lordships in the present session of Parliament on the Finchley and 


Hendon Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
Lords’ message considered. 
And Mr. James Bigwood, in his place, having consented, leave given. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 

That they have agreed to Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Gas 
Bill ; Bury Corporation Tramways Bill ; and Midland Railway Bill, 
with Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amendments to Alfreton Gas Bill [Lords] 
and Omagh Gas Bill [Lords], without amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to authorise the mayor, 
aldermen, and burgesses of the borough of Bolton to construct addi- 
tional tramways and to make street improvements, and to confer 
upon them further powers with respect to streets, buildings, sewers, 
and drains, and the health, local government, and improvement of 
the borough; to borrow additional moneys; and for other pur- 
poses.’’ Bolton Corporation Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to extend the limits of supply of the Wisbech 
Waterworks Company, and to confer further powers upon that com- 
pany.’ Wisbech Water Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to empower the mayor, aldermen, and 
burgesses of the city of Bristol to enlarge their Greenbank Cemetery ; 
and for other purposes.” Bristol Corporation Cemetery Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to dissolve the Harpenden Gas Light and 
Coke Company, Limited, and to incorporate and confer powers upon 
the Harpenden District Gas Company; and for other purposes.” 


Harpenden District Gas Bill [Lords]. 
VOL. XCV. (FourTH SErIEs. ] c 
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Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the Corporation of Barrow- 
in-Furness to make additional waterworks, to make certain street 
works, and to make better provision for the health, local government, 
and improvement of the borough ; and for other purposes.’ Barrow- 
in-Furness Corporation Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill,.intituled, ‘‘ An Act for incorporating and conferring powers 
upon the Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Com- 
pany.” Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill 
[Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to empower the Corporation of Dover to 
make certain new streets ; to lay down a tramway ; and to confer 
further powers on the Corporation in regard to the health, local 
government, and improvement of the borough ; and for other pur- 
poses.”” Dover Corporation Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled,‘* An Act to empower the Heywood and Middleton 
Water Board to construct additional waterworks, to repeal and amend 
enactments relating to the water undertaking of the Board ; and for 
other purposes.” _ Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [Lords] 

Bolton Corporation Bill [Lords]; Wisbech Water Bill [Lords] ; Bristol 

Corporation Cemetery Bill [Lords] ; Harpenden District Gas Bill [Lords] ; 

Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill [Lords]; Manchester and Liverpool 

Electric Express Railway Bill [Lords]; Dover Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 

Heywood and Middleton Water Board: Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; 

and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. es 


Naval Works Provisional Order Bill.—Ordered, That the Admiralty 
be at liberty to attend by Counsel and Agent before the Committee on 
the Naval Works Provisional Order Bill.—(.Mr. Pretyman.) 


PETITIONS. 

Beer Bitt.—Petition from Farnham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 

Epvucation Biti.—Petition from Coseley, against ; to lie upon the Table .. 

Epvucation (YOUNG CHILDREN ScHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) BILL.— 
Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ” 

Hospitats (EXEMPTION FROM Rates) BILL.—Petition from Kirkcaldy, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 

Lanps VALUATION (SCOTLAND) Act (1854) AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from 
Scotland, against ; to lie upon the Table 

Licensinc Acts AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Kirkcaldy, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ics : a 

Liqvor TraFric LocaL Veto (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Kirkcaldy, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table se ‘ 

Pouice SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Kirkcaldy, against ; 
to lie upon the Table i s Ms 

Poor Law OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Kirk- 
caldy, against ; to lie upon the Table ” my ~ 


Roman CaTHoLic UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petition from Montrose, against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table an * = 


SALE oF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Bradford ; and Nuneaton ; to lie upon the Table... ab 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL AND SALE OF INTOXICATING 
Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.--Petition from Coseley, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table = aS a x 4 i ca 2, de 3s 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL. :— 


Petitions against, from Stroud ; Bradford (Yorks.) ; Crewe ; and Manches 
ter and Salford ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Arbroath ; Weymouth (two) ; Sleaford ; Wall 
Heath ; Elham ; Liverpool ; Boro’ Green ; Blackheath (two) ; Attle- 
borough ; Jarrow-on-Tyne ; Hebburn ; East Islington ; and Horsely- 
down ; to lie upon the Table .. * ‘a om 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Kilninver and Kilmelford ; and Killin ; to lie upon the Table 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petition from Braemar, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Trep Houses ABo.ition BILL.—Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Trout Fisarnc ANNUAL CLoseE TIME (ScoTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Kirk- 
caldy, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


WorkMEN’s Houses Tenure Bitt.—Petition from Kirkealdy, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East Inpra (PROGRESS AND CoNDITION).—Paper [presented 12th June] to be 
printed. [No. 207.] 6 sé o 


Pottinc Districts (COUNTY OF WARWICR). , ‘d, of Order made 
by the County Council of the County of Warwick on the 7th May, 1901, 
altering certain Polling Districts in the County [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table 





UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE).—Copy 
presented, of Statutes made by the Governing Body of Trinity Hall, Cam- 
bridge, on 31st January, 1901, and sealed on 21st February, 1901. 
amending Statutes IV., IX., X., XIII, and XVIL. of the Statutes of 
the ( ‘ollege [by ee to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
i ‘ a a ‘is sis » = a - 


Dogs REGULATION (IRELAND) AcT, 1865.—Account presented, of the Receipts 
and Expenditure under the Act for the year 1900 Lby Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 209.]  .. ; 2 i ic 


Fines, Erc. (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of Fines 
accounted for by the Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks for 1899 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 210.] .. +e +“ + 


Trape Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2626 and 2627 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table he “ i a 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Medway Conser- 
vancy.—Copy of Statement of Receipts and Expenditure of the Con- 
servators for the year ending 25th March, 1901 [by Act] 


c2 


Page 


to 
co 
~ 


to 
un 
~I 


to 
cr 
~I 


bo 
or 
“I 


to 
cr 
-=j 


to 
ct 
~] 


oJ 


bo 
or 


to 
Cr 
x 





xxxvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 13.) 


Pustic Petitions CoMMITTEE.—Seventh Report brought up, and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed * iis - “4 


Pustic Accounts.—Ordered, Theat a Message be sent to the Lords to request 
that their Lordships will be pleased to give leave to the Clerk of the 
Parliaments to attend to be examined as a witness before the Committee 
of Public Accounts.—(Sir Arthur Hayter.) 


QUESTIONS. 


Soutn ArricAN WAar—THE PRESENT PosITION.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manches- 
ter, E.) , se 


Borer PRISONERS—CONDITIONS OF REPATRIATION.—Question, Mr. Black (Banft- 
shire) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamber- 
lain, Birmingham, W.) 


SoutTH AFRICAN NATIVES.—Question, Mr. Alfred Pease (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


BoER PRISONERS—INTERNMENT IN INDIA.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) _ “ie ey 


Farm Burninc.—Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. Labouchere (North- 
ampton), and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.E.) ; Answers, The Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


REFUGEE CAMPS—MORTALITY AT JOHANNESBURG.—Questions, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs), and Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick 





HorsE TRANSPORT—STATISTICS.—Question, Sir J. Blundell Maple (Camber- 
well, Dulwich) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick . A a 


SUPPRESSION OF NEWSPAPERS IN THE PaarL DistricT.—Question, Mr. Bryn 
Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


RAIDING BY NATIVES UNDER BRITISH MILITARY AUTHORITY.—Questions, Mr. 
Bryn Roberts and Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick .. 


TREATMENT OF MILITARY DEsSERTERS.—Question, Mr. Galloway (Manchester, 
S.W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

VOLUNTEER SERVICE COMPANIES.—Question, Mr. Hammond (Carlow) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


VOLUNTEERS AND RIFLE PRACTICE.—Question, Colonel Sadler (Middlesbrough) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick a ma 


RANK OF RETIRED COLONELS. —Question, Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 

PEMBROKE BARRACKS. —Question, Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick A ee = ” 3 ae 4a _ o 


H.M.S. “ Cressy.’’—Question, Colonel Lucas (Suffolk, Lowestoft) ; Answer, 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) 


CHINA—DISTURBANCES AT TIENTSIN BETWEEN INDIAN AND FRENCH TROOPS.— 
Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 
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EUROPEAN GARRISON IN CHINA.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, 
W.); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Vis- 
count Cranborne, Rochester) - me es es wi zs Ks 

GERMAN GARRISON AT SHANGHAI.—Questions, Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, S.) 
and Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., arid ; Answers, Viscount 
Cranborne on “ - ' ‘ , sr Me 9 


k1ao Cuaow.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne a Pe es ; 


STATUS OF THE BisHop oF CaLcuTTA.—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrews- 
bury); Answer, Lord G. Hamilton #4 


New INDIAN FRONTIER Province.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton 


JUBALAND EXPEDITION.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse ; Answer, Viscount 
Cranborne i sé ea we - - 


British INVESTMENTS ABROAD.—Question, Mr. Charles M’Arthur (Liverpool, 
Exchange) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the re ite M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.) ; : ids ; “e 


CONSTANTINOPLE RIOTS OF 1896—BRITISH MERCHANTS’ CLAIMS.—Question, 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 
GOVERNMENT CARGOES FOR MOoMBASA—CHARTER OF VESSELS.—Question, 
Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne .. 
WELSH CoLony IN PATAGONIA.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Viscount Cranborne . oi os 
EXPLosIves IN CoaL MrInes.—Question, Captain Bagot (Westmoreland, 
Kendal) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. 
Ritchie, Croydon)... - ee ws ‘ et oe “= - 


NortH WALES MINE INSPECTORS.—Question, Mr. Moss degnnicons? E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie .. bts te a ‘ se are 
WELSH-SPEAKING MINE INspEcTORS.—Questions, Mr. Samuel Evans (Gla- 
morganshire, Mid); Answers, Mr. Ritchie .. ae we He a 
Licnt Rattways Act, 1896—FrEeeE AbDvANCES.—Question, Lieut.-Colonel 


Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answer, The President of the 
Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. “ on 


Licht RaiLways AND CycLe RaAtes.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... .. ee 5% ss ed ad ia 


Imports OF IRON ORE INTO SouTH WALES.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... .. ate ee , 


BoarD OF EDUCATION AND TECHNOLOGICAL WorkK.—Question, Mr. Bond (Not- 
tingham, E.) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) .. os a oe 


EssENDINE Roap Boarp ScHooLt.—Question, Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ; 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst me 6:4 a és Ed : 


Rate Arp FoR VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS.—Question. Mr. George White (Norfolk, 
N.W.); Answer, Sir J. Gorst m 1a dd he Hs 
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EVENING ScHOOL CopE.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, 
Sir J. Gorst 

BREAKING UP OF THE LONDON STREETS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Shef- 
field, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

ALIENS IN Lonpon.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, The President 
of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 

RAILWAY COMPANIES AND THE TELEGRAPH SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale 
(Armagh, Mid) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) : 

TELEPHONE DELAYS BETWEEN NORTHAMPTON AND LONDON.—Question, Mr. 
Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 

PostaL ORDER BRANCH—WOMEN CLERKS.—Question, Captain Norton ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain oe 

UNDERGROUND CABLE TO BIRMINGHAM.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

SoutH PeTHERTON Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, 
S.): Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

MALLAIG MAIL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 5 

Avocw Harpour, Ross-SHIRE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ‘ 

SHADER COVE, Ross-SHIRE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray : 

BrecuHIn Lapour DispUTE—CASE OF JAMES BEAN.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 

KILLILAN DEER Forest.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray ‘ih is 

ScoTrisH MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray 7 

IrnIsH INVENTORS AND AMERICAN SPECIFICATIONS.—Question, Mr. Boland 
(Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) gs ne es © i i 3 


KeENMARE RIVER—LIGHTS.—Question, Mr. Boland; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


DvuBLIn INDUSTRIAL ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham = ‘ - o 


FERMANAGH RoyaL ScHOOL ENDOWMENTS.—Question, Mr. Archdale (Fer- 
managh, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ , 


Prices OF IrIsH BuTTER.—Question, Mr. Lough ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Ocitby Estate, Co. TYRONE.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham - is “ - - - ‘ 


KILCLOONY PROPERTY.—Question, Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.): Answer 
Mr. Wyndham : ‘ és vs ws - ‘ 
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JUDGE CURRAN AND THE TULLAMORE JURYMAN.—Questions, Mr. Reddy (King’s 
County, Birr) and Mr. sheath (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ; a - j 53 


R.1.C.—ACTION OF SERGEANT O’REILLY.—Question, Mr. Reddy; Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Moystown Arson Case.—Question, Mr. Reddy ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


tOYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY AND THE UniTep Irish LEAGUE.—Questions, Mr. 
Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, W.) and C — Donelan (Cork, E ) ; Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham ; tel es a? oe a t 


BRACKLINN NATIONAL ScHoot TEACHER’s Pay.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
O'Donnell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRISH GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS AND THE Farr WAGE RESOLUTION.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Pauper CHILDREN—SICK REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, 
Mid); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


t0YAL IRISH CONSTABULARY—DIsMISSAL OF MULLOUGH POLICE OFFICERS.— 
Questions, Mr. Dillon and Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


J. C. Jones’s Estate, Co. Cavan.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham . 


Navan Matt Detays.—Question, Mr. Patrick White (Meath, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


ARTERIAL DRAINAGE OF IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Irish Emicration.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Wyndham na 


LAND PurcHASE IN County CorK.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork, Mid) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham + 


Irish University Epvucation.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour 


RoyaL DECLARATION AGAINST ROMAN CATHOLICISM.—Questions, Colonel 
Nolan and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Miuitary Loans BiLt.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour a 2 te im 


War OrrFice Report.—Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Cost or ENGLISH AND Scotcu Poxice.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Business OF THE Hovse.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvonshire Boroughs), 
and Dr. Farquharson (Aerdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Nava Works AT GIBRALTAR.—Motion for Adjournment. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles asked leave to move the adjournment of the House 
for the purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent public im- 
portance, viz., “ the conduct of His Majesty's Government in refusing 
to give any undertaking to suspend the prosecution of certain works 
on the western side of the Rock of Gibraltar which are exposed to 
serious dangers”; but the pleasure of the House not having been 
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signified, Mr. Speaker called on those Members who supported the 
motion to rise in their places, and not less than forty Members having 
accordingly risen—— 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 30) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That this House do now adjourn.” —(Mr. Gibson Bowles., 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 318 
Question pus. | 
The House divided :—Ayes, 157 ; Noes, 216. (Division List No. 251.) 
NEW BILLS. 


REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS AND DEATHS.— 


The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) .. 5% oat S Rs i 13) o29 


Bill to amend the Law with respect to districts for registration purposes, 
and the appointment of Superintendent Registrars of Births and 
Deaths in certain unions, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant 
Lawson and Mr. Walter Long. 


Registration of Births and Deaths Bill.— “To amend the Law 
with respect to districts for registration purposes, and the appointment 
of Superintendent Registrars of Births and Deaths in certain unions,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Mon- 
day next, and to be printed. [Bill 208.] 


CoLONIAL Acts CONFIRMATION. — 
The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) by 330 


Bill to confirm certain Acts of Colonial Legislatures, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain, Mr. Attorney-General, and Mr. 
Solicitor-General. 

Colonial Acts Confirmation Bill—‘To confirm certain Acts of Colonial 
Legislatures,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Moriday next, and to be printed. [Bill 209. ] 

QUEEN ANNE’s Bounty Boarp (Jornt CoMMITTEE).—Order read, for resuming 
adjourned debate on question (12th June), ‘ That Mr. Stuart Wortley 
be one other Member of the Select Committee appointed to join with a 
Committee of the Lords on Queen Anne's Bounty Board.” 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 

Ordered, ‘* That three be the quorum.” —(Sir William Walrond.) 

STEAMSHIP SupsiDIEs.—Ordered, That Sir Edgar Vincent be added to the 

Committee.—(Sir William Walrond.) 





SUPPLY [107TH ALLotrep Day]. Considered in Committee. 
Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith, in the Chair. ] 
CivIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 
: Crass II. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £132,328, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come 





June 


Purt 


Out 


Tool 





ge 


19 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. : xli 
June 13.) Page 
in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Committee of 


Privy Council for Trade and Subordinate Departments, including a 
Grant-in-Aid.” 


Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 8 - a” ws .. 331 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the 
Salary of the President of the Board of Trade.” —(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Captain Norton (Newington, N.) .. 335 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, N.R., Keighley) 336 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) zs + 337 
Mr. David Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow) 338 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. House 
counted and forty Members being found present— 
Mr. David Morgan .. st is ds My .- 338 
Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) a ss i ne zi .« ooo 
Mr. Halsey (Hertfordshire, Watford) .. Ne os - .. 340 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ‘ a Be sa + a a .. dl 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) - is “ ‘ .. 344 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.).. ty ae oe ine .. 345 
Colonel Ropner (Stockton) .. $i Bis - + na + ue 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ee a a .. 3099 
Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liver pool, Exchange) — ois si .. 365 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) ee - ok ie a ” .. 368 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 114; Noes, 195. (Division List No. 
252.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
It being after midnight, and objection being taken to further proceeding, © 
the Chairman left the Chair, to make his Report to the House. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
Purchase of Land (Ireland) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. Grant Lawson, (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk), in the Chair]. 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. oe eS sc 375 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 376 
Bill reported without amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 
Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill—Considered in Committee, 
and reported ; as amended, to be considered on Monday next -s ote 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 14Ta JUNE, 1901. 


Took THE OatTH.—The Lord Bowes (LF. Strathmore and Kinghorne) took the 
Oath y o id me i te ia aw i 25 a Sue 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Glasgow and South-Western Railway ; Shannon Water 
and Electric Power; Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation ; Torrington 
and Okehampton Railway. And also the Certificate that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied 
with :—Dorking Gas. The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Dorking Gas Bill.—Examiner’s Certificate of non-compliance with the Stand- 


ing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Tuesday next 
Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, Etc.) Bill [1-u.|.—The King’s 


Consent signified ; and Bill reported trom the Select Committee with 
Amendments 


Cardiff Corporation Bill——The King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported 
with Amendments om ae és me , n 8 r 


Thames Deep Water Dock Bill.—Reported without Amendment 


Worcester Tramways Bill [u.L]; Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport 
Railway Bill [H.1.] ; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas Bill “ii Bs |: Leatherhead 
Gas Bill.—Re ported with Amendments .. : Ga ‘ ™ 


Neath Harbour Bill.—Reported without amendment .. 


Newry Port and Harbour Trust Bill ; Mansfield sae aan Bill.—Read, 


24, and committed 


Bingley Urban District Council Bill—Read 2% and committed ; the 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. . sj 


British Gas Light Company Bill.—Read 2%, and committed 
Burton-upon-Trent Corporation Bill, Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire 


Electrie Power Bill ; Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill—Read 2¢, and 
committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Irish ee Church Bill—Read 2%, and committed for Thursday 
next oe oe os oe oe os ae oe 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) 
Bill.—Read 2¢, and committed; the Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection 

London County Council (Money) Bill.—Read 2¢, and committed 

Metropolitan Water Companies (Amendment of Acts) Bill; Pembroke 
Urban District Council (County of Dublin) Bill.—Read 24, and committed ; 


the Committees to be propose od by the Committee of Selection 


Swanage Gas and Water Bill.—Read 2%, and committed 


Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Bill—Read 2, and 
committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 
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Purchase of Land (Ireland) Bill; Ardrossan Gas and Water Order Con- 
firmation Bill.—Brought from the Commons 


Cromer Water Bill ; Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill ; London 
and India Docks (New Works) Bill ; Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners 


Finchley and Hendon Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Message from the Com- 
mons giving leave to James Bigwood, Esquire (a member), to attend the 
Select Committee (pursuant to Message of yesterday) 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.1.]; Education Board 
Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [#.L.|; Education Board 
Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, Ete.) Bill [H.L.] (Manchester 
and Barnes Orders opposed) ; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
[u.L.] (Leamington and Birkdale Orders opposed); Tees Valley Water 
Board Bill : ; Great Central Railway Bill ; London County Council (Spital- 
fields Market) Bill ; Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.—Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed 
to the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz. :—E. Ilchester ; E. Yarborough ; L. Erskine ; L. Harris 
(chairman); L. Ludlow; agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : The Committee to meet on Wednesday next, at eleven 
o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard 
as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Metropolitan Common Scheme (Ham) Provisional Order Bill.—House 
in Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ on Tuesday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [u.1.]; Gas Orders 
Confirmation Bill [H.L.].—Read 3¢ (according to Order), and passed, and 
sent to the Commons 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [1.L.].—Amend- 
ments reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday 
next 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill.—House in Committee (according 
to Order); Bill reported without amendment ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill.—Read 24 
(according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Tuesday next 


Ardrossan Gas and Water Order Confirmation Bill—Read 1“; to be 
printed ; and, pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, Section (9), deemed to have been read 2“, and reported from 
the Committee. (No. 114.).. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) :— 


I. General Reports by the Chief Inspectors of the Northern and Southern 
Divisions of Scotland, for the year 1900. 


xiiii 
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II. Minute of the Committee of Council on Education in Scotland, dated 
14th June, 1901, providing for the distribution of the sum available 
for secondary or technical (including agricultural) education under 
Section 2, Sub-section (4), of the Local Taxation Account (Scotland) 
Act, 1898 .. ‘ 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade. 
I. Authorising the construction of — 
1. A light railway in the rural district of Pateley Bridge, in the West 
tiding of the county York, from Pateley Bridge to Lofthouse. 


a 


2. Light railways from Ravensthorpe to Cleckheaton, in the West 
Riding of the county of York. 

3. Light railways in the borough of Dewsbury, the urban districts 
of Cleckheaton, Liversedge, Heckmondwike, Gomersal, Birken- 
shaw, Hunsworth, and Thornhill, and (under certain conditions) 
in the city of Bradford and the borough of Batley, in the West 
Riding of the county of York. 

4. A light railway in the county of Warwick, in the urban district 
of Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton, and the rural district of Ather- 
stone. 

5. Light railways in the county of Nottingham, in the borough of 
Mansfield, and the urban districts of Mansfield, Woodhouse, 
Sutton-in-Ashfield, and Hucknall-under-Huthwaite. 

6. Light railways in the West Riding of the county of York, from 


’ 


tothwell to Hunslet, and the working of the East and West 
Yorkshire Union Railways as light railways. 
IJ. Amending— 
1. The Mid-Suffolk Light Railway Order, 1900. 
2. The Isle of Thanet Light Railways Order, 1898 


NATIONAL PorTRAIT GALLERY.—Forty-fourth Annual Report of the Trustees 
of the National Portrait Gallery, 1900-1901 


Evectric Licutinc Acts, 1882 AND 1888.—Special Report by the Board of 
Trade under Section 1 of the Electric Lighting Act, 1888 : Penge Electric 
Lighting Order. Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the 


Table 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND).—Accounts of the receipts and expenditure 
of the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland, for the year ended 31st 
December, 1900, together with the report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon 


Fines, Etc. (IRELAND).—Abstract of the Accounts of Fines accounted for by 
the Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks, for the year 1899 


Docs REGULATION (IRELAND) Act, 1865.—Accounts of receipts and expendi- 
ture under the Act, for the year 1900. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITIONS. 


SHops (EARLY CLosING) BILL [H.L. ].—Petition in favour of ; of the Corporation 
of Dundee ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table 
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DRUNKARDS BILL [H.L. ].—Petition in favour of ; of the Corporation of Glasgow ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


PuBLic AccoUNTs.—Message from the Commons for leave for the Clerk of the 
Parliaments to attend to be examined as a witness before the Select Com- 
mittee of that House : Leave given accordingly, and a message ordered to 
be sent to the Commons to acquaint them therewith 


THE PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.—Report from the Joint 
Committee (with the proceedings of the Committee and an Appendix) 
made, and to be printed. [No. 111.] $s A ‘is 


County Courts (IRELAND) BILL [H.L.].—Amendments reported (according to 
Order) ; further Amendments made. _ Bill to be read 3a on Tuesday next ; 
and Bill to be printed as amended. [No. 112.] 


Lunacy (IRELAND) BILL [H.L.].—Read 3a (according to Order) ; Amendments 
made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 

DrunKarps BIL [4.1]; Licensing Bill [H.L.|.—Amendments reported (accord- 
ing to Order), and Bills to be read 3a on Thursday next 

Stico County CounciL’s PRINTING CONTRACT.— Question, Lord Muskerry ; 
Answer, The Earl of ‘Denbigh 

(QUEEN ANNE'S Bounty BoarD.— Commons’ Message considered (according 
to Order). 

The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) 


Moved, that a Committee of five Lords be appointed to join with a Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons, as mentioned in the said Message, 
and that the Lords following be named of the Committee, namely :— 


V. Gordon (EL. Aberdeen), V Cross, L. Bp. of Winchester, L. Barnard, 
L. Ashcombe.—The Lord Privy Seal (M. Salisbury) ; agreed to. 

Ordered, That such Committee have power to agree with the Committee 
of the House of Commons in the appointment of a Chairman. 


Purchase of Land (Ireland) Bill—Read 1%; to be printed; and to be 
‘read 2a on’ Tuesday next.—(The Earl of Denbigh.) |No. 113.] 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 
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Wallasey Improvement Bill. (By Order.)—As amended, considered. 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) 


New Clause—* Any scheme for the establishment of a superannuation 
or provident fund under this part of this Act shall not come into 
operation until the council shall in respect of that fund have been 
registered under the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, and the provisions 
of that Act (except section forty -one) so far as they are applicable and 
are not inconsistent with the provisions of this part of this Act shall 
apply as if (a) the council were a society to which that Act applies 
and were the Trustees of such society ; (b) as if the scheme were the 


rules of such society ; (c) as if the superannuation or provident, 
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funds were the funds of such society ; and (d) as if the contributors 
to the fund were the members of such society.”—Brought up and 
read the first and second time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the Clause be added to the Bill.” —(Mr. Strachey.) 


Mr, Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) .. wie 385 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendments made. 
Bill to be read the third time. 
Christ’s Hospital (London) Bill [Lords]. (By Order,)—Order for Second 
Reading read. 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) Fs ee ae i oe OSD 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.’’—(Lord Balcarres.) 
Mr. Richards (Finsbury, E.) Se sa re 5% Be .. 386 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) S a mt - ne -. 366 
Mr. Mellor (Yorkshire. W.R., Sowerby) .. a 3 re io. “OST 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) .. a6 is se 5 ce OBOE 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 
Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords]. (By Order) :— 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) ‘ - 5 es i -« 367 
The Chairman of Committees ( Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 
Penrith) 7. a . = oh - ie y .. 388 
TITLES OF PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS.—On the motion for the consideration of 
the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders No. 1 Bill— 
Sir John Brunner N - ‘ Se om = i -- 388 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes (No. 2) Bill. (By Order).—Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. Nolan (Louth, 8.) os =i Rs a .. 388 
Mr. Nannalti (Dublin, ‘allege Green) a ae 3 Ss .. 390 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day three months.’ “—(Mr. Nolan.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That the word * now ’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) a eis 3 ss (RT 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) ois - ‘is oe 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) dg fs i ~. B92 
Mr. Cautley (Leeds, E.) . 392 
The President of the Local Geverament Board. (Mr, W =m Long, 
Bristol, S.) ‘ : _ i .. $93 


Mr. ishuet Gladstone (Leille. W a. ae e% ne ie -- 395 
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Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) .. 3 x fs ‘i .. 885 
Mr. Crean (Cork, SE.) * ee zy" is 7 .. ee 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 307 ; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 253.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
B) 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


PrivATE Bitts (Group L).— Ordered, That Mr. Wiliam Feast do attend the 
Committee on Group L of Private Bills to-day .. ‘i Be mn «« 401 


London Bridge siaseneriaailh Bill.—Lords’ Amendment considered, and 
& oH eis ar .- 401 


agreed to 


Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bill.—Read the third time, and passed.., 401 


‘ Oakham Water Bill iia —Read the third time, and ee with 
Amendments ‘ : 401 
Blackburn —— Bill.—As amended, considered; to be read the 


5 third time 401 


Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [Lords]; South Western and Isle of 
Wight Junction Railway Bill [Lords]; Wigan Corporation Tramways, 
ete. Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed .. 5 .. 401 


——_— ae 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working 
Classes) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Pier 
and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time upon Monday next sis . és -- 402 


Arizona Copper Company, Limited, Order Confirmation Bill {Under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899].-—Considered ; 
to be read the third time upon Tuesday next .. - ch - ~«) £02 


Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords]|—The Chairman of Ways and 
Means, in pursuance of Standing Order No. 83, relating to Private Bills, 
informed the House that, in his opinion, the Bournemouth Corporation 
Bill [Lords], though unopposed, ought to be treated as an opposed Private 
Bill—Report to Tie upon the Table .. - “4 - = .. 402 


Rhyl Improvement Bill.— Reported with Amendments ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed .. ie as wa i x «a 


PRIvATE BILts (Group K).—Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group K of Private Bills: That, there being no business ready 
for their consideration, the Committee had adjourned till Thursday next, 
at half-past eleven of the clock—Report to lie upon the Table .. .. 402 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 
That they have agreed to the Great Northern Bill, with Amendments. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Blackrock, Dungannon, Kildare, 
and Waterford.” Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) 
Bill [Lords]. 
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Also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the authority of the Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Bexhill Water and Gas, 
High Wycombe Gas, Portsea Gas, Slough Gas, and Woking District 
Gas.” Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to extend the powers of the Elland- 
cum-Greetland Gas Company ; to amend the Acts relating to that 
Company ; and for other purposes.” Elland Gas Bill [Lords]. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill {Lords].—Read the 
first, time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 210.] 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords].—Read the first 
time ; Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 211.] =" a és eve se 


Elland Gas Bill |Lords].—Read the first time; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions tor Private Bills : a sa és is 


Private Bitts (Group L,).—Ordered, That Dr. William Henry Wright do 
attend the Committee on Group L of Private Bills upon Monday next, at 
half-past eleven of the clock 


PETITIONS. 


Cutrcn DIsciPLine.—Petitions for Alteration of Law; from Burton-on- 
Trent ; and Stapenhill; to lie upon the Table 


EpvcaTion BILt.—Petition from Ystradyfodwg, for alteration ; to lie upon 
the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions against, from 
Rochdale ; Taunton ; Burton-on-Trent ; and South Bristol ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Hove ; Hackney ; Colwyn Bay ; Street ; Crewe 
(three) ; Gloucester (two) ; Stoke Newington (two); Stepney; Erith ; 
South Hackney; South Hornsey; Upton Park; Belvedere (two) ; 
Kettering; Blacko; Westbury; Limehouse; Uttoxeter; Onslow 
Square ; Edgbaston; South Kensington ; Bethnal Green ; and South- 
wold ; to lie upon the Table 





SaLeE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Strathkinness; Eday; Nenthorn; Greenlaw; Persie ; 
and Helensburgh ; to lie upon the Table 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petitions against, from Kirkintilloch ; 
and Lairg; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EpucaTION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL ReEports).—Copy presented, of General! 
Reports by the Chief Inspector of the Northern and Southern Divisions 
of Scotland for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1898.—Copy presented, of Minute. 
dated 14th June, 1901, providing for the distribution of the sum availabl > 
for Secondary or Technical (including Agricultural) senate under the 
Act [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table - 
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NATIONAL PorTRAIT GALLERY.—Copy presented of Forty-fourth Annual 
Report of the Trustees of the National Portrait Gallery, 1900-1901 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. be + ve oh .. 405 


E.ectric LigutinG Acts, 1882 AND 1888.—Copy presented, of Special Report 
by the Board of Trade under Section 1 of the Electric Lighting Act, 1888. 
| (Penge Electric Lighting Order) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 405 


Licgut Raitways Act, 1896 :— 
Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
} modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the Mid- 
Suffolk Light Railway Order, 1900 (Mid-Suffolk Light Railway 
(Amendment) Order, 1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of a Light Railway in the Rural district of Pately Bridge 
in the West Riding of the county of York, from Pately Bridge 
‘ to Lofthouse (Nidd Valley Light Railway Order, 1901) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


ad 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of Light Railways from Ravensthorpe to Cleckheaton, 
in the West R iding of the county of York (Spen Valley Light Railway 
Order, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


a 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 

4 and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 

construction of Light Railways in the borough of De swsbury, the 

4 urban districts of Cleckheaton, Liversedge, Heckmondwike, Gomer- 
sal, Birkenshaw, Nunsworth, and Thornhill, and (under certain 
conditions) in the city of Bradford and the borough of Batley, in the 
West Riding of the county of York (Spen Valley Light Railway 
(Extensions) Order, 1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending the 
Isle of Thanet Light Railways Order, 1898 (Isle of Thanet Light 
Railways) (Amendment) Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Tabie. 

D4 Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of a Light Railway in the county of Warwick, in the 

4 urban district of Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton and the rural district 

of Atherstone (Nuneaton and District Light Railway Order, 1901) 

[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

sa Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of Light Railways i in the county of Nottingham, in the 
borough of Mansfield, and the urban districts of Mansfield, Wood- 
house, Sutton-in-Ashfield, and Hucknall-under-Huthwaite (Mansfield 
and District Light Railways Order, 1901) [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of Light Railways in the West Riding of the county of 
York from Rothwell to Hunslet, and the working of the East and 
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West Yorkshire Union Railways as Light Railways (East and West 
Union Light Railways Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table ae oe - = - fe a sa ie .. 405 


CENSUS OF SCOTLAND, 1901.—Copy presented, of Preliminary Report of the 
Census of Scotland, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 406 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse.—Intermediate 
Education (Ireland).—Accounts of Receipts and Expenditure for 1900, 
with Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act], 


to be printed. [No. 211.].. - A es pe " és .. 406 


CoaL TaBLes.—Copy ordered, ** of Statement showing the Production, Con- 
sumption, and Export of Coal, and the number of Persons employed in 
Coal Production, in the principal countries of the World, in each year 
from 1883 to 1899, as far as the particulars can be stated ; together with 
a Statement showing the Production of, and Trade in, Petroleum in the 
United States and in the Russian Empire for a series of years (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 134, of Session 1900.”)—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) > os 5 mF i - n as .. 406 


Pusiic INCOME AND EXPENDITURE.—Return ordered, “ of Net Public Income 
and Net Public Expenditure under certain specified Heads, as repre- 
sented by Receipts into and Issues out of the Exchequer from 1880-81] 
to 1900-1901 inclusive (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, ‘No. 
357, of Session 1900)."”—(Sir Henry Fowler) .. - i - .. 407 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) :— 
Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the Standing Committee on 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures—Mr. Harrington and Major Jameson; and had appointed 
in substitution: Mr. Dillon and Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee, That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure the following fifteen Members in respect of the Larceny 
Bill :—Sir William Anson, Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Black, Mr. 
Boland, Mr. T. D. Bolton, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Cohen, Sir Brampton 
Gurdon, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Mr. Leigh-Bennett, Mr. Martin, 
Mr. Mather, Mr. Morris, Mr. Nicol, and Mr. Stock. 

Reports to lie upon the Table : we fh 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL).—Sir James Fergusson reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had appointed Mr. Laurence Hardy 
to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the consideration of 
Bills relating to Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, 
and Manufactures. Report to lie upon the Table ~ a wh <3)! OF 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 


Queen Anne’s Bounty Board.—That they have appointed a Committee 
consisting of Five Lords to join with a Committee of the Commons, 
pursuant to Message of this House, ‘* to consider the constitution of 
Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, and to report whether economy and 
efficiency of administration would be promoted by any change in its 
constitution or by its amalgamation with any other body.” 

Public Accounts.—That they give leave to the Clerk of the Parliaments to 
attend in order to his being examined as a Witness before the Select 

Committee appointed by this House on Public Accounts x + aa 
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PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT [JOINT ComMITTEE].—Report with 
Minutes of Evidence and an Appendix, from the Joint Committee brought 
5 up, and read. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 212] 408 
¥ QUESTIONS. 
SoutH AFRICAN WAR—SHOOTING OF BOER PRISONERS AT PRETORIA. —Questions, 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
65 Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) : ; .. 408 
PROTECTION OF SOUTH AFRICAN NATIVES.—Question, Mr. Lloyd-Ceorge (Cir- 
narvon Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. oe ‘i <a .. 409 
VLAKFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT.—Questions, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) and Mr. 
Lloyd-George ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick .. i “a i is .. 430 
ve TRANSVAAL CONCESSIONS COMMISSION—MINING CONCESSIONS.—Question, Mr. 
, Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) .. ss8 bad .. 410 
LONDON SCOTTISH VOLUNTEERS—ACTIVE SERVICE COMPANY.—Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. er a - ae by .. All 
07 Spion Kop Sturvey.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lanca- 
shire, Westhoughton) a x Hs ne Re bis Ey 3 
TRANSPORT—THE “ MONGOLIAN.’’—Questions, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) and Mr. Seeley (Lincoln) ; Answers, Lord Stanley and the 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) .. s: SEE 
Army Rations—Potsonous TINNED MEeATS.—Questions, Mr. Parker Smith 
(Lanarkshire, Partick), Mr. William Redmond, and Mr. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick) ; Answers, Lord Stanley .. a cf ro = <= 412 
PENRHYN QUARRY DiIspUTE—MILITARY AID TO THE CIVIL PowER.—Questions, 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) and Mr. Lloyd-George ; Answers, 
Lord Stanley me 413 
VOLUNTEERS AT DUBLIN BARRACKS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Lord 
107 Stanley - “ “ _ = és = ih ea .. 414 
IRISH RIFLE CLUBs.—Question, Mr. O’Shee ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. .. 414 
RECRUITING IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. O’Shee ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. 415 
NavaL Works BILL.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) and 
L107 Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. sh ed aie 3 .. 415 
NAVAL CONSTRUCTION.—Question, Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster a “% 416 
QUEENSLAND ASIATIC. BILL.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain - Pe 4 - sy - 6 "3 .. 416 
CHINA—GERMAN TROOPS AT SHANGHAI.—Questions, Mr. James O'Kelly (Mayo, 
N.) and Mr. William Redmond ; Answers, The Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) .. a re .. 416 
407 
d? 
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Fruir and SvuGArR DvutTies—PRESERVED FRvits.—Question, Mr. Kearley 
(Devonport) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.) se Se 


Customs REBATE IN IRELAND AND THE ISLE OF MAN.—Questions, Mr. Field 
and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.E.) ; Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach i: 


THe “ Primrose Hitt” INQuiry.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) 


Wetsu Inspectors oF MINEs.—Question, Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ; 33 


Exports oF WELSH CoAL.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


MILK STANDARDS.—Questions, Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, S.), Sir Man- 
cherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.), and Mr. Lambert (Devon- 
shire, South Molton) ; Answers, The President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Pupiic DRINKING PLACES FOR ANIMALS.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, 
Romford) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury . 


DIsEASES OF ANIMALS—COMPULSORY SLAUGHTER.—Question, Mr. Louis 
Sinclair; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 

Post OFFICE—EXTRANEOUS ASsISTANCE—Question, Captain Norton (New- 
ington, W.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 

Ex-SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CLERKS’ PENSION SCHEME QUESTION.—()uestion, 
Captain Norton; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

ELectric TRAM ACCIDENT IN GLASGOW.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 

APPLECROSS (RosS-SHIRE) FIsHERY.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray ‘ es S 

OFFICERS OF HEALTH IN THE HIGHLANDS.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason 
(Clackmannan and Kinross); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 

NEW GOVERNMENT OFFICES—ARCHITECTS.—Question, Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea); 
Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, 
St. Augustine's) ‘ : 

Roya. IRISH CONSTABULARY—RETIREMENT ON PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Reddy 
(King’s County, Birr); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 
Wyndham) : ee > 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT AHINAH.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork County, 
Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Forestry IN JRELAND.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Roya IRIsH CONSTABULARY GRIEVANCES.—Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham _ 

PusBLic WorKs IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham " as bis 

RoaD MAKING IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ‘ ; is a - He -" 
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IrIsH CENSUs.—Question, Mr. O’Shee ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. .. 429 


EXPIRING Laws CONTINUANCE BILL.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, Mr. 


A. J. Balfour ie e es ai et o $2 eA « £29 
Business OF THE Hovuse.—Question, Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ~ 5 a be ei. 
DISTURBANCES IN BELFAST.—Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. John Red- 
mond (Waterford), and Mr. William Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 430 





430 


DisTURBANCES AT BELFAST—MoTIoN FoR ADJOURNMENT.—Mr. John Red- 
mond then rose in his place and asked leave to move the adjournment of 
the House for the purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent public 
importance, viz., “the riots which have been taking place in Belfast 
during this week, and the failure of the Executive to take proper measures 
for the protection of the lives and properties of the Catholic working men of 
Belfast ” ; but the pleasure of the House not having been signified, Mr. 
Speaker called on those Members who supported the motion to rise in 
their places, and not less than forty Members having accordingly risen— 
Mr. John Redmond _.. i aa aa ad ais or .. 430. 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) .. ‘re is vi se .. 445 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That this House do now adjourn.” —(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Discussion :— 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. .. 449 
Mr. Haviland-Burke (King’s County, Tullamore) .. ae .. 454 
Mr. William Abraham (Cork, N.E.) .. a if a .« 466 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) .. - és ¥ i .. 457 
Mr. T. P. OConnor (Liverpool, Scotland) .. ea i, wii .. 458 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) .. - - ae a | AGT 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) .. 7 as Ke ns .. 463 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 105 ; Noes, 182. (Division List No. 254.) 


NEW BILL. 


SmaLL_ Hoipincs (IRELAND).—Bill to increase the area of Small Holdings in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Colonel Nolan, Mr. William Redmond, 
Mr. James O'Kelly, and Mr. Conor O'Kelly. 


Small Holdings (Ireland) Bill.—‘ To increase the area of Small Holdings 
in Ireland,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 24th June, and to be printed. [Bill 212.] .. 467 


SUPPLY [11TH ALLotrep Day].—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 
1. £2,684,000, Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, Ete.—Personnel. 


Discussion :— 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) .. 467 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) = + + 
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Mr. Kearley (Devonport) .. ‘ 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) .. 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) .. 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) 

Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Resolution agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

That a sum, not exceeding £5,306,500, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of the Material for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Main- 
tenance, etc., including the cost of Establishments of Dockyards and 
Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 


Mr. Arnold-Forster : 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
House counted, and forty Members being found present—— 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. . 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £5,305,500, be granted for the said 
Service.”"—(Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 


Discussion :— 
Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) 
Mr. William Allan (Gaieshead) 
The Earl of Dalkeith (Roxburgh) 
Mr. A rnold-F orster ° os ee os 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) 
Sir Edward Reed (Cardiff) .. i 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour Ma nchester, Te) 5 
Mr. Edmund Robertson ; P — 
Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) 
Mr. Crean (Cork, S.E.) 
Mr. Kearley 
Sir James Joicey 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 
Mr. Kearley ‘ 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 110 ; Noes, 182. (Division List No. 255.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Sir Charles Dilke 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 
Mr. Kearley : 

Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the Chairman do report progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again ”’—(Sir Charles Dilke), put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee also report 
progress ; to report again upon Monday next. 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
(No. 2) Bill.—Mr. Cautley and Mr. Nolan, the Tellers in the Aye Division 
Lobby in the division on the question on the Amendment to the Second 
Reading of the Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Work- 
ing Classes) (No. 2) Bill, came to the Table, and stated that they had erro- 
neously reported the number of the Ayes as 307, instead of 296, which 
was the proper number. 


Mr. Speaker directed the Clerk to correct the said error by stating the 
number of the Ayes in that division as 296, instead of 307. .. - .. 908 


Adjourned at three minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 177TH JUNE, 1901. 


Viscount BarrINGTON.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that the right 
of Walter Bulkeley, Viscount Barrington, to vote at the elections of 
Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction 
of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table.. ss. O09 


Took THE OatH.—Several Lords took the Oath. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :—Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders Confirmation (No. 3) 
[u.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2); Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) ; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) ; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 2). 


Also the Certificates that no further Standing Orders are applicable 
to the following Bills :—Commons Regulation and Inclosure (Skip- 
with) Provisional Order; Local Government Provisional Order 
(Gas) ; Metropolitan Common Scheme (Orpington) Provisional Order. 


And also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bills have been complied with :—Cambrian Rail- 
ways ; Blackpool’ Improvement ; Bradford Corporation ; Bury Cor- 
poration ; London County Council (Tramwaysjand Street Widen- 
ings) ; Metropolitan Railway ; Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby 
Railway ; West Cumberland Electric Tramways ; Dublin Corpora- 
tion (Markets, ete.) ; Mond Gas. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.—Report trom :— 
That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect ot the following 
Bills ought to be dispensed with, and the Bills allowed to proceed :— 
London County Council (General Powers) ; London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway ; North British Railway. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the following 
Bills ought to be dispensed with :—Belfast and Northern Counties 
Railway ; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and 
Waterford Extension); Winsford Urban District (Gas Transfer, 
ete.) ; Biggleswade Water. 
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That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the petition 
for additional provisions in the City and North-Eastern Suburban 
Electric Railway Bill [H.L.] ought to be dispensed with, and leave given 
to the Committee on the Bill to insert the additional provision. 


Read and agreed to 


Harrogate Water Bill [ H.L. |.—Reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments ‘ es = ri a Ss se i 


Harrogate Corporation Bill [1.L.].—-The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported with Amendments ; oe = Pe he 5 ms 


Horley District Gas Bill; Aston and Church vail Railway Bill [H.1.}.— 


Reported without amendment 


Dover Harbour Bill [1.1.]|—The King’s consent signified; and Bill re- 
ported with Amendments is 3 = ae a. i i 


Central London eed - ms Bill ial ..|.—Reported with Amend- 


ments 


Dublin St. James’ Gate despite earnest Bill.—Reported with an 
Amendment 5 5 es 


Ripon Corporation Bill [1.v.].--Reported, without Amendments ... 


Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 


1“, to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 115.) 


Oakham Water Bill [1.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to ‘ 


London Bridge Widening Bill.—-Returned from the Commons with the 


Amendments agreed to 


Falkirk and District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill.—Keturned 


from the Commons with the Amendment agreed to 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders Confirmation 1 No. " Bill | ain 1 
—Read 2 (according to Order) Ss : : 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill 414] Real 3 
(according to Order), and passed, and sent to the fence _ 


Military Lands Provisional Orders Bill.—Read 3¢ ne to Oren 
and passed me = 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Trade Reports (ANNUAL SeRIEs).—No. 2628, Germany (Hamburg) ; No. 
2629, China (Ningpo) ; No. 2630, Portugal (Inhambane) 


Censts (GREAT Britain) Act, 1900.—Preliminary Report of the Census of 
Scotland, 1901. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table me ~ - + - ie iss ‘ 


Harwich Harsour.—Abstract of Accounts of receipts and expenditure of 
Harwich Harbour Conservancy Board, to 31st day of March, 1901, with 
report on proceedings, etc. ; laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lieonthe Table .. - on vs re ao vs oe 
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PETITIONS 


Lonpon BorovGH Councits (WomEN’s DisaBILiTIES REMOVAL) BILL [H.L.].— 
Petition in favour of ; of the London County Council ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table 

Suops (EARLY CLosinG) Bint [H.L.].—Petition against ; of Burnley Off-Licences 
Association ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 

Cuina War (1856-1861).—Petition for prize money to be distributed to those 
entitled to share in the same, of a meeting of Southsea ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table 


QUEEN ANNE’s Bounty Boarp.—A Message ordered to be sent to the House 
of Commons to propose that the Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
Room A on Thursday next at half-past two o'clock 

Justices’ Jurisdiction (London) Bill [1.1.].—A Bill to amend the law with 
respect to the jurisdiction of justices within the Metropolitan Police Dis- 
trict was presented by the Lord Belper ; read 14; to be printed ; and to be 
read 24 on Tuesday, the 25th instant. (No. 116.) 

Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, Amendment Bill [1.1.]. [SeconD READING. | 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 

Lord Muskerry ey os os ms “a 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.—(Lord Muskerry.} 
The Secretary to the Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley) 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


Bishopric of Southwark Bill [H.L.].—Read 34 (accoraing to Order}; an 
Amendment made; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons : J 


Convocations of the Clergy Bill {1.L.].—House in Committee (according 
to Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; and re-committed to the 


Standing Committee 


Deck CARGOES—BOARD OF TRADE REGULATIONS :— 
Lord Muskerry 
The Earl of Dudley 

GIBRALTAR WoORKS—COMMITTEES REPORT :— 


Viscount Sidmouth a me ee oy 


Demise of the Crown Bill.—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 

The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) 

Moved, That the Bill be now read 2%.—( The ae of onan 
Earl Spencer a : as 

On Question, agreed to; Bill a a scniediaalae and sesnibinih to a 
Comunittee. 

On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2% accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


RELEASE OF ARABI PASHA AND OTHER EGYPTIAN EXILES :— 


Lord Newton .. 

The Secretary of State for F oreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lans- 
downe) oo 4 ae = ; 
House adjourned at a sans Liles Six of the clock till to-morrow. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 17Tta# JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Brighton Corporation Bill.—As amended, considered. 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) 


Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, 5.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

* In Clause 50, page 33, after paragraph (1) of Sub-section 5, to mnsert 
—(j) If an order is made without due cause, or if the Corporation un- 
reasonably refuse to withdraw the order, the dairyman shall, if not him- 
self in default, be entitled to recover from the Corporation full com- 
pensation for any damage which he has sustained by reason of the 
making of the order or of the refusal of the Corporation to withdraw 
the order. The Court or the Board of Agriculture may determine and 
state whether an order the subject of appeal has been made without due 
cause, and whether the Corporation have unreasonably refused to 
withdraw the order, and whether the dairyman has been in default. 
Any dispute as to the fact whether the order has been made or main- 
tained without due cause, or as to the fact of default where any such 
fact has not been determined by the Court or Board of Agriculture, or 
as to the fact of damage, or as to the amount of compensation, shall be 
determined in the manner provided by Section 308 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, and that section shall accordingly apply and have effect as 
if the same were herein re-enacted, and in terms made applicable to any 
such dispute as aforesaid.” 

Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek) 
Mr. Loder (Brighton) : 
Sir F. S. Powell (Wigan) 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) 

Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 


The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, 


Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 
New clause agreed to. 
Other Amendments made. 
Bill to be read the third time. 
Bethlem Hospital Bill [Lords}|—(By Orper).—Order for Second Reading 
read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. Causton (Southwark, W.) i We SS oe 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read second time and committed. 


PrIvATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Dublin, 
Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and Waterford Extension) 
Bill.—Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time ve vs 
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PRIVATE BILLs [Lords] [STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker lain upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been somplied with, viz., Furness Corporation 
Bill [Lords]; Bolton Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Bristol Corporation 
Cemetery Bill [Lords]; Dover Corporation Bill [Lords]; Great 
Southern and Western Railway Bill [Lords]; Heywood and Middleton 
Water Board Bill [Lords]; Wisbech Water Bill seine Ordered, That 
the Bills be read a second time a ‘i - 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
{Lords].—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Exa- 
miners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Education 
Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords] originating 
and now pending in the Lords, and referred, pursuant to the Order of 
this House of the 12th day of June, a statement of the number of houses 
of the labouring classes proposed to be taken has been deposited in the 
Private Bill Office of the House of Commons and at the Office of the 
Central Authority 


Eccles Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


London (City) Schools for Orphans of Freemen Bill [Lords] 


—Read the third time, and passed, without amendment 
Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill.—Kead the third time, and passed 
Otley Gas Bill aes —Read the third time, and sale without 


amendment 


Yorkshire Electric Power Bill.—As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill.—Read a second time, and com- 
mitted sn he SA “i ‘s “a a ts = 


Bridewell Hospital Bill ae [By Order].—Read a second time, 
and committed *5 “ a és b6 ‘ 


STANDING ORDERS :— 


Ordered, That so much of Standing Order 91 as fixes Five as the Quorum 
of the Select Committee on Standing Orders be read and suspended. 

Ordered, That, for the remainder of the Session, Three be the Quorum 
of the Committee.—(.Vr. Halsey) 


Bournemouth Corporation Bill |Lords].—Ordered, That the Petition 
of the Vicar and People’s Churchwarden of the Church of Saint Peter, 
Bournemouth, against the Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords], if 
presented not later than seven clear days from the date hereof, be referred 
to the Committee on the Bill ; and that the said Petitioners be heard by 
themselves, their Counsel, or Agents, against the Bill, and Counsel heard 
in support of the Bill.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means) 


Falkirk and District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill (Under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899).— Lords’ 
Amendment considered, and agreed to. e 2 x4 re +i 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill ; 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Read the third time, 
and passed - i> ™ ve oe ie 6a 

MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 

Also a Bill, intituled, ** An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Aberavon, Ashton-in-Makerfield, Hampton, Hod- 
desdon, Ince-in-Makerfield, Mountain Ash. Neath (Rural District), 
Pontypridd, Teddington, and Worsley.” Electric Lighting Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill, intituled, ** An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the authority of the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Aet, 1870, relating to Horsham Gas, Nuneaton Gas, 
Pinner Gas, and Swaffham Gas.” Gas Orders Confirmation Bill 


[Lords]... _ 1“ in 16 - 3 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [{Lords].—Read 
the first time; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ; 


and to be printed. [Bill 213.] 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords].—Read the first time; referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills; and to be printed. [Bill 
214.] i 


Took THE OatTH.—One other Member took and subscribed the Oath 


PETITIONS. 


EpvucaTion BILt.—Petition from Neweastle-on-Tyne, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Lewisham and Beverley ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL: 
Petition from Burnley, against ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from London County Council ; Child’s Hill (three) : 
Droylsden ; Garnant ; Oldswinford ; Lewisham; Manchester (two) ; 
Warrington; Portsmouth; Bacup; Bethnal Green; and Southsea ; 
to lie upon the Table - me be 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Dunsyre and Arderseer ; to lie upon the Table 


Sincu, Macan.—Petition of Magan Singh, for redress of grievances ; to lie 
upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Coat TaBLes.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 14th June; Mr. 
Gerald Balfour|; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 213.] 


Harwich Harsour.—Copy presented, of Abstract of the Accounts of the 
Receipts and Expenditure of the Harwich Harbour Conservancy Board 
from the time of their incorporation down to and inclusive of the 31st 
March, 1901, &e. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 214.] ‘ ni - - es 
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TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2628 to 2630 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS. 
South AFRicA—SiR Davin Barpour’s Report.—Questions, Mr. Dalziel 
(Kirkealdy Burghs), Mr. Lough (Islington, W.), and Mr. William Red- 
mond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain, (Birmingham, W.) 


LAND SETTLEMENT CoMMISSION’s RePorRT.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamp- 
tonshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Camps OF CONCENTRATION—MORTALITY STATISTICS.—Questions, Mr. John 
Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushceliffe) ; Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh), 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs), Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 


Boroughs), Mr. William Redmond, and Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
GENERAL CARRINGTON. —Questions, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick oe sé tae ae 
Miirary MANi@UVRES—VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ ALLOWANCES.—Question, Mr. 
Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 





Bucks VOLUNTEERS—PAY OF SouTH AFRICAN DETACHMENT.—Question, Mr. 
Carlisle (Buckinghamshire, N.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley : 


War OFFICE DECENTRALISATION. —-Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, 
E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Army Rerorm. -- Question, Mr. Pirie; Answer, Mr. Brodrick . 

DECEASED SOLDIERS’ ESTATES—CASE OF JOHN CURTIN.—Question, Mr. O’Shee 
(Waterford, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley ‘ : 

SOLDIERS’ RATIONS—PoIsONED TIN MEATS.—Questions, Mr. William Abraham 
(Cork, N.E.), Captain Donelan (Cork, E.), and Mr. William Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick) ; Answers, Lord Stanley .. me 3 e4 “a a 

Troops IN IRELAND—BEER CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green); Answer, Lord Stanley 

IRIsH BARRACK SToRES.—Question, Mr. Nannetti ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PENRHYN QUARRY DiIspUTE—MILITARY AID TO THE CIvIL PowER.—Question, 
Mr. Lloyd-George ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


LONDON VOLUNTEERS—DRILL SHEDS AND RANGES.—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


NAVAL Prize Money.—Question, Mr. Majendie (Portsmouth) ; Answer, the 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) .. 


HAULBOWLINE DockyarD.—Questions, Captain Donelan ; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster r ‘i ; 


CHINA—PERMANENT BRHITIS GARRISON.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Roberts 
(Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, the Secretary of State for India (Lord G. 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) : on as Ee es 

GERMAN GARRISON AT SHANGHAI—Question, Mr. Lloyd-George ; Answer, the 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, 
Rochester) 


Ixi 
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InpIA CounciL BILLs AND TELEGRAPHIC TRANSFERS.—Question, Sir Edward 
Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


IMPERIAL Court OF APPEAL.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain 


ALIEN IMMIGRANTS IN LONDON.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar and Mr. James 
Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


GIBRALTAR WorkKs.—Questions, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton), Mr. James 
O'Kelly (Roscommon, N.), and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S); 
Answers, the First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manches- 
ter, E.) 


Sucar Duty—Low Grape MoLasses.—Question, Mr. Charles M’Arthur 
(Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. 
Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


Income Tax ExemptTions.—Question, Mr. M’Crae (Edinburgh, E.) ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


WappinG STREET DisTURBANCE.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ; Answer, 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Mortality AMONGST YOUNG PEOPLE IN SOUTH WALES COLLIERIES.—Question, 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie .. 


FataL ACCIDENTS IN WELSH COLLIERIES.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


GAMBLING IN GRAIN.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, the 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central). . 


MERCANTILE MARINE—REGISTRATION OF TONNAGE.—Question, Mr. Field ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


PREVENTION OF RAILWAY ACCIDENTS—RULES.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


FARMERS AND METEOROLOGICAL Reports.—Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Car- 
marthenshire, W.) ; Answer, the President of the Board of Agriculture 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Butrer ADULTERATION.—(Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury + - i ‘ 


Lonpon LocaL GOVERNMENT AUDITORS.—Question, Mr. Lough; Answer, 
the President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, 


Bristol, W.) 


Boy Copyists IN THE CIVIL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, M.) ; 
Answer, the Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen C hamberlain) 


SOLDIER POSTMEN AND THE GOoD ConpucT Stripe.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
Dewar ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


WRONGFUL DISMISSAL OF SCHOOL TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Charles Shaw 
(Stafford) ; Answer, the President of the Board of Education - J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) = ” - oe ‘ . 


RicHMOND PARK GATEKEEPERS.—Question, Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; 
Answer, the First Commissioner of Works ia Akers ee Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) . “es _ a , 
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NATIONAL GALLERY.—Question, Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.) and Lord 
D1 Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas.. .. 564 
BALLYVAUGHAN FisHinc INpustry.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
)2 Answer, the Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. 564 
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place of meeting of the Joint Committee, considered, and agreed to. 
Ordered, That-the Committee of this House do meet the Lords’ Com- 
mittee as proposed by their Lordships. Message to the Lords to acquaint 
them therewith.—(Sir William Walrond) .. ie ee he in, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act 


to amend the Law relating to lunatics in Ireland.’’ Lunacy (Ireland) 


Bill [Lords] 


0uTy Arrican War—Morrvatity IN CAMPs OF DETENTION—{ Motion for Ad- 


journment].—Mr. Lloyd-George, Member for the Carnarvon District, 
rose in his place, and asked leave to move the Adjournment of the House 
for the purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent public impor 
tance, namely, * the condition of the camps of detention in South Africa, 
and the alarming rate of mortality amongst the women and children 
detained there”; but the pleasure of the House not having been signified, 
Mr. Speaker called on those Members who supported the motion to rise 
in their places, and not less than forty Members having accordingly risen 


Mr. Lloyd-George 





Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That this House do now adjourn.” —(.VWr. Lloyd-George.) 
Discussion :— 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. 
Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, EF.) 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) rose 
in his place and claimed to move, * That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Aves, 252; Noes, 149. (Division List No. 256.) 
Question put accordingly. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 134 ; Noes, 253. (Division List No. 257.; 


Factory and Workshop Acts Amendment Bill.—Order read, for 


resuming Adjourned Debate on Main Question [11th June], “ That the 
Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 


Debate resumed— 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) .. és 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 
Sir William Coddington (Blackburn) 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) os 
Mr. James Kenyon (Lancashire, Bury) - 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) Re “3 
Mr. Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E ) 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) 


Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) *e és 
Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcestershire, N.) % . 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) ee 


Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) .. ie 
Mr. H. J. Wilson (Yorksivire W R, Holmfirth) ake 


‘Question put, and agreed to. 
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Bill read a second time, and committed to the Standing Committee on 


Trade, ete. 


Factory and Workshop Acts Consolidation Bill.—Read a second 
time, and committed to the Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 


Isolation Hospitals Bill——As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
considered. A Clause (Power of Hospital Committee to contract for 
hospital accommodation) brought up, and read the first and second 
time, and added.—(Mr. Long.) Bill read the third time, and passed - 


Dublin Corporation Bill—On the Order for Second Reading— 


Mr. John Redmond sui hie “ cs i 
Mr. A. J. Balfour as . we “ a “ as 


Second Reading deferred till to-morrow. 


National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land) Bili. [Szconp Reapine. 


—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. John Burns i a Si iF a : 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine's) .. se “ = os os i ; 


Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, S.) .. aie re oe 

(Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and committed to a Select Committee of five 
Members, three to be nominated by the House, and two by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


Ordered, That all petitions against the Bill presented five clear days before 
the meeting of the Committee be referred to the Committee ; that the 
petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their counsel, or agents, 
be heard against the Bill, and counsel heard in support of the Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.—(Mr. Akers Douglas.) 
Registration for Births and Deaths Bill.—Order for Second Reading 
read. 
The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. O’Mara (Kilkenny, 8S.) .. ‘im le 7” i t 4 
It being twelve o'clock the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Out-door Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill—As amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time to-morrow 9 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BaNnks.—Return ordered, “* ii si from each sitios 
Bank in England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, 
containing. in columns, the names of the Officers, their respective salaries, 
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and other allowances, if any ; the amount of security each gives; the 
annual expenses of management, inclusive of all payments and salaries, 
for the year ended the 20th day of November, 1900 ; the rate per centum 
per annum on the capital of the Bank for the expenses of management ; 
the rate of interest paid to Depositors on the various amounts of deposit, 
and the average rate of interest on all accounts ; the number of accounts 
remaining open; the total amount owing to Depositors ; the total amount 
invested with the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt ; 
the balance in the hands of the Treasury at the 20th day of November, 
1900 ; the total amount of the separate Surplus Fund on the 20th day of 
November, 1900 ; other assets, including estimated value of Bank pre- 
mises, furniture, etc. ; the total assets, the total amount of Government 
Stock standing to the credit of Depositors ; the number and amount of 
annuities granted ; and the average cost of each transaction ; also the year 
in which business commenced in each Bank, and the name of the day or 
days, and the number of hours in the week, on which the Banks are open 
for the Deposit and withdrawal of moneys ; including in such Return a 
list of all such Savings Banks as, under the provisions of the Act 26 Vic., 
ec. 14, or otherwise, have been closed and have transferred their funds, or 
any part thereof, to the Post Office Savings Banks ; showing, in each case, 
the number of such Banks, as well as the number and amount of De- 
positors’ accounts so transferred, and the amount of compensation, if 
any, made to all or any of the Officers of such Banks respectively ; and 
showing also the years in which such Banks were respectively opened and 
closed and the number and amount of their Depositors’ balances, and the 
number of days and hours in each week on which the same Banks were 
open for public business at the close of the year next preceding the date of 
such closing ; distinguishing the same, as in the form of the Return, for 
each separate county, as well as collectively ; for England and Wales, 
Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, and for the United King- 
dom ; and (2) for the year ending the 20th day of November, 1900, showing 
the total number of Depositors in Trustee Savings Banks ; the total 
number of deposits ; the average amount of each deposit account ; the 
average sums paid in and drawn out ; the total number of persons who 
have deposited in single sums the entire amount allowed to be deposited 
during the year (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 230, of 
Session 1900).”—(Mr. Mount.) 


NEW BILLS. 


VaccINATION PRosEcUTIONS.—Bill to declare the law that no prosecution 
under the Vaccination Acts shall be commenced without the authority of 
the guardians, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Channing, Sir John 
Rolleston, Mr. Goddard, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Brigg, Mr. Carlile, Mr. Bell, 
and Mr. Broadhurst. 


Vaccination Prosecutions Bill.—“ To declare the law that no prosecution 
under the Vaccination Acts shall be commenced without the authority of 
the guardians,’ presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 215.] 


MeaT MarKING (IRELAND).—Bill to provide for the marking of foreign meat 
in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Field, Mr. Condon, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien, and Captain Donelan. 


Meat Marking (Ireland) Bill.—‘ To provide for the marking of Foreign 
Meat in Ireland,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday, 25th June, and to be printed. [Bill 216.] 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 18TH fJUNE, 1901. 


EARL OF Gosrorp.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that the right of 
Archibald Brahazon Sparrow Acheson, Earl of Gosford, to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the 
satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. . 


TooK THE OaTH.—The Lord Zouche of Haryngworth took the Oath .. 


Sat First.—The Lord Shute (Viscount Barrington) sat first in Parliament 
after the death of his father a rae ie me . 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—South Metropolitan Gas ; London and India Docks (New 
Works). 


And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have not been complied with :—Cromer Water. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Dorking Gas Bill ought to “he dispensed 
with, and the Bill allowed to proceed. Read, and agreed to 


Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill [H.L.].—The King’s consent, and 
the consent of His Royal Highness the Duke of Cornw all, in right of his 


Duchy of Cornwall, signified, and Bill reported with Amendments 


Salford Corporation Bill site néiesceee from the Select Committee 
with Amendments as se <i, ae 


Stockport Corporation Water Bill ais ].—Reported from the Select 
Committee with Amendments ? re os oe Pe a 


Great Eastern Railway Bill.—Report from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 


Committee having found that the petitioners had no locus standi betore 
them ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 
9th and 20th of May last discharged ; and Bill committed 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill; Kingston -upon- Hull 
Corporation Bill.—Read 24, and committed ; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection 

2a 


eT and om seeaitied Bill.—Read 2¢, and com- 
mittec ‘ 


Neath Harbour Bill; Thames ve Water Dock Bill.—Read 3%, and 


passed 


Caledonian Railway Bill ; Llandrindod Wells Urban District Water Bill ; 
| # Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill ; Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) ‘Bill ; Alder- 
shot Gas and Water Bill ; London Riverside Fish Market Bill ; Cleveland 
and Durham County Electric Power Bill ; Derbyshire and Nottingham- 
shire Electric Power Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Com- 
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mittee for the consideration of the said Bills, viz. :—E. Shaftesbury, 
L. Manners, L. Abinger, L. Brougham and Vaux (chairman), L. Monck 
(V. Monck) ; agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly ; the 
Committee to meet on Tuesday next at eleven o'clock ; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel 


for the Bills Pe oy am a ere 


Eccles Corporation Bill; Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill.—Brought 
from the Commons ; read 1%; and referred to the Examiners “a 


London (City) School for Orphans of Freemen Bill [wn]; 


Otley Gas Bill [n.1. ]|.—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No 8) Bill [1.L.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [H.L.]; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 11) Bill [t.L.]; Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill [u.1.].—Committed to a Committee of the Whole House 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [nL]; Tramways 
Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [m.L.]; Tramways Orders Confirma- 
tion (No. 4) Bill [n.1.].—Committed ; the Committees to be proposed by 
the Committee of Selection * _ - os ‘a te 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.L.].—Committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House ow — are = i ig 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government Provi- 
sional Orders (Poor Law) Bill; Loeal Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill.—Read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Friday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill.—Read 2” (according 
to Order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House = 


Metropolitan Common Scheme (Ham) Provisional Order Bill.— 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and passed si ; 5 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order Qo. 1) Bill.— 
[louse in Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday 
next 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional 
Order Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) 
Bill.—Read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed to:a Committee of 
the Whole House on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill; Electrie Lighting P povtatonal Orders (No. 5) Bill.— 
Read 2% (according to Order), and “‘comunitted to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Friday next is A f 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of > Working 
Classes) Bill (No. 117); Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill (No. 118) ; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill 
(No. 119).—Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; to be printed ; and 
referred to the Examiners : 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertges).—No. 2631. Trade of Persian Gulf. Pre- 
sented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


BoarD or Epucation.—Draft Order in Council for transferring to the Board 
of Education the powers of the Charity Commissioners to frame and 
establish schemes for educational endowments in England and Wales. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITIONS. 


CORONATION OATH AND DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN AGAINST TRAN- 
SUBSTANTIATION. —Petition against alteration of ; of inhabitants of Bath ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table oe co as 

Lonpon Borouau Councits (WoMEN’s DisapiLities RemovaL) BIL [H.-L ].— 
Petition in favour of ; of Corporation of St. Pancras ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table = 4, ee ale 


(JUEEN ANNE'S Bounty Boarp.—Message from the Commons that they have 
ordered that the Committee appointed by them to join with the Com- 
mittee of this House to consider the constitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty 
Board do meet the Lords’ Committee in Committee Room A on Thursday 
next, at half-past Two o'clock, as proposed by their Lordships 


Purchase of Land (Ireland) Bill—{Seconp ReApinG].—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Earl of Denbigh fa re uth ¥s - ye 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2.—(The Earl of Denbigh.) 
On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill [1...].—Read 3¢ (according to Order) ; 
an Amendment made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons ee 


Demise of the Crown Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order) ; 
Bill reported without amendment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee ee a Mis ne ot 38 a i ai 


Isolation Hospitals Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 14; and to be 
printed. [No. 115.] = - si es es no es 
Board oF TRADE NAUTICAL STAFF :— 
Lord Muskerry .. sts ws he sf 
Moved, For a Return of the nautical advisers, consultative staff, and 
Marine surveying staff to the Board of Trade, with particulars as to 
age, the length of service at sea (if any), date of leaving the sea, in 
what capacities served, and any other of the practical qualifications 
held by such of those holding appointments under the headings 
hereinbefore referred to.—(The Lord Muskerry.) 
The Karl of Dudley 
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On Question, agreed to. 
Return ordered to be laid before the House. 
MERCHANT SHIPPING—SEAMEN’S Food AND ACCOMMODATION :- 


The Karl of Muskerry .. = - és . - ia . O87 
The Earl of Dudley .. i i - 6 =" - se 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 18tH JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill—(By Orver).—Order for 
Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) .. * a " e .. 688 
Mr. O'Neill (Antrim, Mid) i - - re re .. 689 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) ae - $s .. 690 
The Financial Secretary to the Tre: usury ( Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, HE.) a ; #: ne oe .. OON 
Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) a - a on % .. 694 
Mr. T. W. Beall (Tyrone, 8.) .. pa as bs - .. 695 
Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow. W.) ie es a - .. 696 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Private Butts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one ef 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills that, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Manchester and 
Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill me Ordered, that the Bill 
be read a second time... .. 696 


Bury Corporation Tramways Bill ; Great Northern iacione Bill ; Midland 
Railway Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to... .. 696 


Blackburn Corporation Bill ; W. sstie sieht ement Bill.— Read the third 
time, and passed... .. 696 


Arizona Copper Company, Limited, Order Confirmation Bill w nder 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899].—Read the 
third time, and passed... = i via - és .. 697 


STANDING OrbDeERS.—Resolution reported from the Committee: ‘‘ That, 
in the case of the Metropolitan District Railway Bill, Petition for 
additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with ; 
that the parties be permitted to introduce their additional provision, if 
the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


Resolution agreed to .. F e - i - - ca 67 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie — the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow .. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—Reported, without 
amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow .. ; 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill.—leported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill.—Reported, 
without amendment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; eae to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. Se wa 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—Re- 
ported, with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill.—Reported, with Amendments [Provisional Order con- 
firmed] ; Report to lie — the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered 
to-morrow ane xe - a ee es 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill—Reported, with Amendments [Provisional 
Order confirmed] ; Report to lie ht the Table. _ Bill, as amended, to be 
considered to-morrow oh ~ es $3 rr ia 


Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional Order Bill.—Reported, without amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time to-morrow si 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill.—Reported, with an 
amended Title [Provisional Order relating to Marylebone not confirmed 
remaining Order relating to Marylebone confirmed] ; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow ; 


City and South London Railway Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Barry Railway Bill.—Reported, without amendment ; fea to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed 2 ee “ di 


Paisley Police and Public Health Bill; Stratford -upon- Avon, 
Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and West Junction and Eveshar, 
Redditch, and Stratford-upon-Avon Junction Railway Companies ; Aire 
and Calder Navigation Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ’ 


Chester Gas Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table... “is _ a es es “ “ we 
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Rodgers’ Patent Bill |Lords].—Reported, without amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time = 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they, have agreed ,to the Military Lands 
Provisional Orders Bill. That they have agreed to Amendments to 
Oakham Water Bill [Lords], without amendment. That they have 
passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and Harbour Act, 
1861, relating to Babbacombe and Great Yarmouth.” Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords] 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords].— 
Read the first time; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed [Bil! 217] 


PETITIONS. 


Boroucu Funps Acr (1872) AMENDMENT (LONDON) BILL.—Petition from 
Wandsworth, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTion Bitt.—Petition from Long Eaton, for alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table = ye in me iis - +s = ee 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petition from Horninglow, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL. —Petitions in favour, from 
Burham ; Cuxton; Upnor; Eccles; Snodland (two); Peterborough ; 
Halling (two); Worcester; Bulwell ; Liverpool ; Arbuthnott ; Shore- 
ditch ; Hunslet and Stourton , Stoke ; Stamford Hill ; Hoylake ; Hales- 
owen ; West Ham ; Ipswich ; Blackpool ; Plumstead ; Blaina ; Sheffield ; 
Brynmawr ; Upton Manor; and Walkden ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Birsay ; Benholm; Lairg ; Kingussie ; and Kilninian and 
Kilmore ; tolie upon the Table... - = a oo aa 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BiLL.—Petition from Edinburgh, against ; 
to lie upon the Table ee re 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF EpucatTion.—Copy presented, of Draft Order in Council for trans- 
ferring to the Board of Education the powers of the Charity Commis- 
sioners to frame and establish Schemes for Educational Endowments 
in England and Wales [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ‘ ‘0 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERLES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 


sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2631 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table = S- Ms . : ; ma fe om 
QUESTIONS. 


SouTtH ArricAN WAR—CAMPs OF CONCENTRATION.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Fatse War Niws.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ‘ - 7 "8 - a ca i =e , 
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GENERAL PRINSLOO’S Force.—Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick .... es 7 “ re - + = . 

SoutH Arrican Natives—UseE or THE LAsH.-—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley 
(Derbyshire, Chesterfield); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) «. ws we 

SouTH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain = om “A 

SevoND KinG’s Royat Rir_es.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office eee 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. ‘i sis F : 


DvuBLIN: FUusILiers.—Question, Mr. O’Shee; Answer, Lord stip - 

IRELAND'S CLAIM TO GOVERNMENT WorK AND CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. 
Murphy (Kerry, E.); Answer, Lord Stanley - ae Ms 

Beek RATIONS ON TRANSPORTS.—Questions, Mr. Llewellyn (Somersetshire, 
N.) and Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 

ARMY RESERVE GARRISON ARTILLERY.—Question, ere Norton (Newing- 
ton, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley : is ne aC ae 

RECRUITING STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. O'Mara ery S.); Answer, 
Lord Stanley i oe vn . 


War Honours ror Nava WARRANT iiaisiae— Sasi Mr. Kearley 
(Devonport) ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, 
Suffolk, Woodbridge) ee és $4 ~ as se ee $5 

GIBRALTAR Works.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis; Answer, Mr. Pretyman 


INDIAN State Ramways—ForeiGN Orpers ror MATERIALS.—Question, Sir 
Charles Cayzer (Barrow-in-Furness) ; Answer, The Secretary for India 
(Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ‘$ seh i - = 


KING'S ACCESSION OATH.—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain a i - 5 sa an Pr 


SLAVERY IN) ZANZIBAR.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley ; Answer, The Under 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


TurKisH RatLway Concessions.—Questions, Lord Edmond litzmaurice 


‘Wiltshire, Cricklade) and Earl Perey (Kensington, 8.) ; Answer, Vis- 
count Cranborne uh a bi a ais fs a as 
CHINA—-ANGLO-GERMAN AGREEMENT—BRITISH INTERESTS IN THE YANG-TSZE 
VALLEY.—Question, Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) ; Answer, Viscount Cran- 
borne) i es 4s 3h ‘ 4 sé 
CHINESE INDEMNITY.—Question, Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshire) ; 
Answer, Viscount Cranborne Pe a 3 ts ie ss te 
CONSULAR APPOINTMENTS HELD BY RETIRED OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Harris 
(Tynemouth) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne - oe 


TurKEY—BritisH Vick-ConsuL at Korea.—Question, Earl Perey ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne ms 


Murper OF AN ENGLISHMAN IN MEXICO.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, 
Camborne) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne i oe ai at ae 
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CoaL Duty.—Questions, Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.), Mr. Charles 
M’Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange), Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne), and 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answers, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ; 


PAYMENT OF INCOME TAX BY THE CROWN.—Question, Mr. M’Kenna ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


WALSALL Watch COMMITTEE AND LICENSING PROSECUTIONS.—Question, Mr. 
Caine ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department = 
Ritchie, Croydon) = me i be vs = ; 


Foop ayd Drucs Act Prosecutions.—Questions, Mr. Crombie (Kincardine- 
shire) and Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answers, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


Food PRESERVATIVES.—Question, Mr. oe (Islington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long 3 ; - rm Be 


CANADIAN TARIFF ON British LITERATURE.—Question, Mr. ‘Trevelyan (York- 
shire, W.R., Elland) ; Answer, The ‘inancial Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
(Mr. Aniten Chamberlain, Worcester, E.) 


Monry LenpING PRosECUTIONS.—Question, Mr. Mansfield; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain 


Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANK—TELEGRAPHIC WITHDRAWALS.—Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Post OFFICE TELEPHONE SERVICE.—Question, Sir James Woodhouse (Hud- 
dersfield) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


PuTHisis IN THE Post Orrick.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain - aa : 


KXING’s SCHOLARSHIP EXAMINATION.—Question, Mr. Llewellyn ; Answer, The 
Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, re 
University) ' es - _ . ‘ a 


Inquiry INTO CuiLy LaBour.—Questions, Mr. Lough ; Answers, Sir J. Gorst 
and Mr. Ritchie a = , : ee 


ScoTTisH JUDICIAL STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


RicuMond Park Oaks.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The First Comuis- 
sioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine, 


DRAINAGE OF RoyaL PALAcCES.—Question, Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) ; Answer, 
Mr. Akers Douglas ts is 


Tne MaLi.—Question, Mr. Balfour (Christchurch) ; Answer, Mr. Akers 
Douglas - = re ‘a “ xs és i 


Limerick DisTURBANCES—CASE OF Dr. LoNG.—Questions, Mr. William John- 
ston (Belfast, S.), Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.), Mr. Lecky (Dublin 
University), Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.), Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, 
Ossory), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), Captain Donelan (Cork, E.} 
and Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) s ee . " Lig « 


Unster RaILways AND Fruir CarkiaGe.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (l'yrone, 
Mid); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 6 - es 
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InIsH RESIDENT MAGISTRATES.—Question, Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ i , mm ‘is ae és 


INspecToRS OF IRISH F'IsHeRY.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndhain : ne a Ay os: 


COMMITTALS TO IRISH REFORMATORIES.—(Questions, Mr. O’Mara ; Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham and The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) : a Me ne Sa = ” iy 

IrIsH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS-—Question, Mr. O’Mara ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


BeLFast REVALUATION APPEALS.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham nr bs Fé si 34 ig iy 


ENNISCORTHY Post OFFiCcE.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain #2 ss ¢ 


BALLINFULL PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ; Sa ie wi 


CAHIRCIVEEN POSTAL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ; 3 P be 23 “ pi 


IkIsH PostTMEN’s Pay.—Question, Mr. O’Mara ; Answer, Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain 4 #3 <i és is es 


Tue KEpucation BrLL—CocKerton JUDGMENT.—Question, Dr. Macnamara 
(Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour : 


ULD AGE PENSIONS.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond and Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour.. me a4 


ProposeD MINISTRY OF COMMERCE.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour es ey s ‘ ; - - ¥¢ ; 


DISTURBANCES AT BELFAST.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond and Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : , se 


BUSINESS OF THE Houss.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr Caine, and Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF ADJACENT LAND). — [Expenses.]— 
Committee to consider of authorising the payment, out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament, of all expenses involved by the Commissioners 
of Works under any Act of the present session for the acquisition of 
certain land near the National Gallery, in London, and for other purposes 
connected therewith (King’s recommendation signified), To-morrow. — 
(Sir John Gorst.) or ee pes ya ss is 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) :— 


Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee of Selection, That they had 
discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee on 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures:--Mr. Olroyd; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. 
Taylor. 

Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee, That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping and Manufactures, the following Fifteen Members 
in respect of the Factory and Workshop Acts Amendment and the 


xxv 


Page 


~I 
bo 
or 


~] 
bo 
or 


~I 
bo 
for) 


~I 
bo 
for) 


~I 
ce 
e 


~I 
os 
bo 


732 


734 





ixxvi TABLE OF CONTENTS 


June 18.] 


Factory and Workshop Acts Consolidation Bills :—Mr. Asquith, Sir 
William Coddington, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Emmott, Mr. Harwood, 
Captain Jessel, Mr. James Kenyon, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. John Redmond, 
Mr. Secretary ‘Ritchie, Sir John Stirling- Maxwell, Mr. Talbot, Sir 
Walter Thorburn, Mr. Trevelyan, and Mr. J. W. Wilson. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee of Selection, That they 
had discharged the following Members from the Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures :—Mr. Jeffreys and Mr. Beckett; and have appointed in 
substitution : Mr. Hargreaves Brown and Mr. White Ridley. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.--That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An 
Act to provide for the constitution of a Bishopric of Southwark and for 
matiers incidental thereto.” Bishopric of Southwark Bill [Lords]. 


NEW BILIS. 


Grocers’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND).—Bill to abolish Dealers’ or Grocers’ Licences 
in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by Sir John Leng, Mr. Crombie, 
Mr. Dalziel, Mr. Colville, Mr. Pirie, and Mr. Hunter Craig. 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Bill—‘“To abolish Dealers’ or Grocers’ 
Licences in Scotland,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, 16th July, and to be printed. [Bill 218.] ... 


MepicaL Acts AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Medical Acts, 1858 to 1886, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Richard Jebb, Sir William Anson, Mr. 
J. A. Campbell, Sir Michael Foster, Mr. Lecky, Mr. Talbot, and Sir John 
Tuke. 


Medical Acts Amendment Bill.—‘‘To amend the Medical Acts, 1858 to 
1886,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 219.] 





Civil List Bill—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Question 
{11th June], “ That the Bill be now read the third time.” 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton)... 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 

Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) 

Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) a 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, wW i) 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 


Question put. 
The House divided._-Ayes, 370 ; Noes, 60. (Division List No. 258.) 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Finance Bill.—Order read for the House to be put into Committee. 
Mr. Speaker ... 
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Bill considered in Committee} 
(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ... 


~I 
cor 
mr) 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 20, after the word ‘ pound,’ to insert the words 
‘fifty per cent. ad wlorem, but not to exceed.’ ”—(Mr. Kearley.) 
Question proposed— 
“ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ait _ fo Lae is aa siehely 
Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) a is gat 8 neg pee 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ... i 7 
Question put, and negatived. 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, :Central) ... ae vies se ee 


Amendment proposed— 


“At end of clause, to insert the words, ‘Always provided that in 
respect of goods from British possessions one-fourth part, or 25 per 
cent., shall be remitted.’ ”—(Sir Howard Vincent.) 


Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach — ise a ae oa os .. §=469 
Question put, and negatived. 


Question proposed, “That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. William Redmond 770 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 773 
Mr, Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) 774 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patricl:) 77D 
Sir M. Hicks Beach aay Se 777 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) 778 
Mr. Lough... ie as ma 779 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 781 
Mr. Crean (Cork, S.E.)... i 782 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 782 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :——Ayes, 192 ; Noes, 108. (Division List No. 259.) 
Clause 2 :—- 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) 785 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 1, to leave out ‘from’ and insert ‘on and after’ ; 
and to leave out ‘nineteenth’ and insert ‘eighteenth.’”—(Mr. D. A. 
Thomas.) 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ane ase rs ea ron i coe ©6786 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr, Channing 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 2, after the word ‘ paid,’ to insert the words ‘ until 
the first day of August, nineteen hundred and two.’ ”—( Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed—- 
“That these words be there inserted.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach ... 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Holes Pople) 
Mr. M‘Crae (Edinburgh) 

Mr. Kearley e 

Mr. Arthur Elliot (Durham) si 

Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 

Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk Burghs) 

Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, tad 

Mr. Field : ‘ 

Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N. ) on bis 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) 
Mr. Crean 7 = i 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N. hei 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 155 ; Noes, 222. (Division List No. 260.) 
Mr. William Redmond 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 2, line 3, to leave out the words ‘or Treland.’”—(Mr. 
William Pedmond.) 
Question proposed—- 
“That the words ‘or Ireland’ stand part of the clause.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Colonel Nolun _.. 

Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8) 
Mr. Power 

Mr. Cogan (W “icklow, E. ) 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 247 ; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 261. ) 

Motion made, and Question, “That the Chairman do report Pr ogress ; and 
ask leave to sit again” (Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer) put, and 
agreed to. 

Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Thursday. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 19TH JUNE, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, etc.) Bill 
[Lords].—King’s consent signified ; Bill read the third time, and — 
with Amendments “ae si sa a ae ' . 


Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water Bill [Lords]; Great Western Rail- 
way Bill; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [Lords] ; Milford Docks 
Bill [Lords] ; Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead Gas Bill ne —As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Nitrate ae Company _ ase —Not amended ; considered ; 
be read the third time po “s “ne 


Shrewsbury Gas Bill [Lords] ; Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District (Water) 
Bill [Lords]; Swansea Harbour Bill; Winsford Urban District (Gas 
Transfer, etc.) Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional Order Bill; Local Government Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Order (No. 3) Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No 1) Bill; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes 
(No. 2) Bill—As amended, considered; to be read the third time 
to-morrow ss see ose se ninls 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill.—As amended, Juin to be read the third time 
to-morrow : vis wh ie on se = 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896.—Two petitions from Northwich, in favour 
of re-enactment ; to lie upon the Table sin Me 


(;ROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Deer, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table see s _ 


Liquor TraFFic LocaL Veto (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—-Petition from Deer, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ _ ; sty 


PonicE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BitL.—Petition from Caithness, 
against ; to lie upon the Table : is ion pee 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petition from Wood- 
bridge, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ae . , 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Pokesdown; Deer; Chelsea; Hertford (four); Bengeo; Kenil- 
worth ; Colchester ; Kentish Town ; Stockport ; Worksop ; Halifax ; 
‘Nantyglo ; Pontardulas ; Tottenham ; Cheltenham ; Seghill ; Liverpool ; 
Highbury "New Park (two) ; and Sleaford ; to lie upon the Table ‘is 
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Sate OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BrLi.—Petition 
from Leuchars, in favour ; to lie upon the Table sis tne is 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—-Petition from Buxton, against ; 
lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Union OF Benrrices Act (St. MaAry-at-HILL witH Saint ANDREW 
HvuBBARD, AND St. GEORGE, BoToLpH LANE, WITH St. BoToLpH, 
BILLINGSGATE).——Return [presented 6th June] to be printed. [No. 215.] 


Boarp oF Epucation.—Return [presented 18th June] to be printed. 


ae ae eee a EE Sick paki 


EpucATION (SCOTLAND).— Copy presented, of Twenty-eighth Annual Report 
by the Accountant for Scotland to the Scotch Education Department [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table i yes aes xn 


Pusiic LrprariEs BILi Lace pgs presented, of ‘‘ Memorandum relat- 
ing to the Public Libraries Bill.”—(Lord Balcarres.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [Bill 203.] tee . oo 





Bishopric of Southwark Bill [Lords],—Read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, 27th June, and to be printed. {Bill 2 220.] .. 


Education (Young Children School Attendance) (Scotland) Bill 
(Changed to “Education (Scotland) Bill).” [Tump Reap1nc.} 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Mr. Pirie (Aberdeenshire, N.) ... ve ove oes 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(Mr. Pirie.) 


Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) ish we 
Lt.-Col, Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) ... yas 





Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘this House refuses to accept a Bill which 
effects extensive and ill-considered alterations in the law not contained 
in the Bill as presented on Second Reading.” —(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed — 
“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) sta . — bes 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Crieklade) 

Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) ™ - 

Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 

Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty)... 

Mr Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) ... 

Sir John Leng (Dundee) ... a 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were net present. 
House counted, and forty Members being found present— 
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Sir John Leng... me as ‘side ies ... - 838 
814 Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) sib ae ss “sa .. 839 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) $6 << oe 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) a ... 842 
815 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill—-Order for Second Reading 
read. 
315 Mr. Wingfield-Dighy (Dorsetshire, N.) ... ees wi sit ree | 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich)... - ~ ses ed ... 849 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) ... oa ~ — 4 ... 850 
15 Mr. Banbury ie wa sit 0 wes en ... 850 
Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E. ) as cas - + ne oO 
Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes) 28s a sat sa O02 
Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) pei side ~ .. 853 
15 Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) aa sie iwi .. 854 
Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) sted er “on ae .. 854 
Mr. Jackson (Leeds, N.) . Sie sou ia iis ... 855 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ass se or ss | OOF 
Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Barnard Castle) ‘int is ini a. SF 
15 ; Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ... 858 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) sl ae ... 858 
Mr. -Llewellyn (Somersetshire, N.) tus sil se ... 859 
Question put, and agreed to. 
15 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Cremation Bill |Lords].-As amended by the Standing Committee, con- 
sidered. 
5 Mr. Renshaw eas she ies tis ee — sith ... 860 
A Clause (Definitions, Scotland) brought up, and read the first time.— 
(Mr. Renshaw.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
> “ That the Clause be read a second time.” 
) 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ... sa alee 465 ... 860 
Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, W.) ... os esa iat waa ... 860 
Mr. A. Graham Murray .. ce 2s “te ne «+, O6L 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W,) ax saa a aid + S81 
Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) . side nee — se os S86T 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wesford, N) ged se wi stk ... 862 
Mr. Banbury Tie Ast sits 0 es vee) 2962 
Lord Hugh Cecil . — ais ae eee ee <r 862 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8) i wes we a aw’ «- 863 
7 The Solicitor General _— Edward ‘Car rson, Dublin University) ... ... 863 
" Mr. Renshaw ee ro ahi ise Po ... 864 
: Mr. Tomlinson... ah “me ‘ie oa oi ... 864 
) Mr. Macartney (Antrim, S) Bs sat nies wee ya .. §=864 
l Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E) bbe “Ps es se ... 865 
{ Mr. Heywood Johnstone ... , site “ps aise wh ... 866 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 199 ; Noes, 87. (Division List No. 262.) 
Clause added. 
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It being after half-past Five of the clock, further proceeding on considera- 
tion, as amended (by the Standing Committee), stood adjourned. 


Bill, as amended (by the Standing Committee), to be further considered 
upon Wednesday next. 


Prestatyn Water Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; gus to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Six of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 20TH JUNE, 1901. 


ViscouNT BARRINGTON ; Earl of Gosford.—Ordered and Directed, by the 


Lords Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament assembled, That Certificates 
be sent by the Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk of the Crown in 
Ireland, stating that the Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom has 
reported to the. House of Lords that the right of the Viscount Barrington 
and of the Earl of Gosforth to vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of him the said 
Lord Chancellor ; and that the House of Lords has ordered such reports 
to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland; and it is. hereby 
also Ordered, That the said Reports of the said Lord Chancellor be sent 
to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland - oe nee ss vs 


Took THE OATH.—Several Lords took the Oath 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor ‘acquainted the House that the Clerk. of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with :—Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) ; Humber Com- 
mercial Railway and Dock; and also the Certificate that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied 
with :—Clyde Valley Electrical Power. The same were ordered to lie 
on the Table 


Cromer Water Bill ; Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill.—Examiners’ Cer- 


tificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the 
Standing Orders‘Committee on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [H.L.].—Report from 


the Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, the Committee having found that the petitioners 
had no locus standi before them ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
the orders made on the 17th and 20th of May last discharged, and Bill 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [.L.].—Reported from the 


Select Committee without amendment, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Monday next ... 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [.1. }.—Reported from the 
Select Committee with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Monday next ... 


Page 


868 


869 


869 








June 


Lonc 


Cam 
Blac 


Bury 


Lon 


Dub. 
Mon 


Wor 


Hor! 


Sme 


Carc 


Blac 


siti 


Bury 


Low: 


aa at at ot. 2 


Educ 


nn ae 





‘age 


568 


69 


69 


9 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxxiii 


June 20.) 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill; London, Tilbury, and 
Southend Railway Bill; North British Railway Bill.—-Read 2¢, and com- 
mitted ; the Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. 


Cambrian Railways Bill._—Read 2¢, and committed ... 


Blackpool Improvement Bill; Bradford Corporation Bill_—Read 2%, and 
a ; the Committees to be proposed by the Committee of 
selection ee sis oe a es in re . 


Bury Corporation Bill.—Read 24, and committed 


London County Council (Tramways and Street Widenings) Bill; 
Metropolitan Railway Bill; Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway 
Bill.—Read 2¢, and’ committed ; the Committees to be er by the 
Committee of Selection i ae ; 


Dublin Corporation (Markets, Etc.) Bill.—Read 2%, and committed 


Mond Gas Bill.—Read 2%, and committed ; the Committee to be — by 
the Committee of Selection : 


Worcester Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Newport (Isle of iets Gas Bill iz L. +} 
—Read 34, and passed, and sent to the Commons ... 


Horley District Gas Bill.—Read 34, and passed 


Smethwick Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill 
[H.L.] ; Bristol Corporation (Docks and Ra = ete. Bill rans L. ].—Read 
34, and passed, and sent to the Commons , 


Cardiff Corporation Bill ; Leatherhead Gas Bill—Read 34, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons . R 


Blackburn Corporation Bill ; Brighton Corporation Bill ; Wallasey Improve- 
ment Bill; Yorkshire Electric Power Bill. —Brought from the Commons ; ; 
read 1¢; and referred to the Examiners a 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock setae etc.) Bill 


[H.L. ].—Returned from the Commons agreed to... eee ove 


Bury Corporation Tramways Bill ; Great Northern Railway Bill ; Midland 
Railway Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 


agreed to 


Lowestoft Corporation Bill [H.L.].—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
the Committee having found that the petitioners had no locus standi 
before them ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; the Orders made on 
the 28th of March and 20th of May last discharged ; and the Bill 
committed ; ne a 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[H.L. ].—Report from the Select Committee, That the Committee had not 
proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared 
in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table; the Orders 
made on the 10th instant and — last a and the Bill com- 
mitted for Monday next : : a 
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Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc ) Bill 
[H.L. i That the Committee had not 
proceeded with dhe seusiaadiats of the Bill, the opposition thereto 
having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table; the 
Orders made on the 10th instant and Friday last vnaapennatiae and the 
Bill committed for Monday next... an po ee as 





Rugby Water and Improvement Bill ane i — from the Select 


Committee with Amendments 


Ayr County Buildings Provisional Order Confirmation Bill {H.L.}.— 
Read 2¢ (according to Order), and (pursuant to the Private Legislature 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed to have been reported from the 
Committee ; Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next . 


Arizona Copper Company, Limited, Order Confirmation Bill.— 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; to be printed ; and (pursuant to 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1889) deemed to have 
been read 24, and reported from the Committee. (No. 123.) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill. (No. 124.) ; Inclosure 
(Sutton) Provisional Order Bill. (No. 125.) ; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 8) Bill. (No. 126.) ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No, 3) Bill. (No. 127.) ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill. (No. 128.) ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) Bill. (No. 129.) ; Local Govern- 


ment Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill. (No. 


130.); Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. (No. 131.); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill. (No. 132.) : Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill. (No. 133.)—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1¢; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EpucatTion (ScoTLAND).—Twenty-eighth Annual Report by the Accountant 
for Scotland to the Scotch Education Department .. _ is — 


COLONIES (ANNUAL).—No. 323. St. Helena (Report for 1900) 
TRADE REPORTS :— 
I. Annual Series—No. 2632. (Morocco (Dar-al-Baida). 
II. Miscellaneous Series—No. 555. Russian (Mineral and Metallurgical 


Industries). 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


InpIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA).—Return of all loans raised in India under 
the Provisions of any Acts of Parliament chargeable on the revenues of 
India outstanding at the commencement of the half-year ended on the 31st 
March, 1901, with the rates of interest and total amount — thereon, 
etc. sae ‘ = oe iv see 


Loan Societies. —Abstract of accounts of loan societies in England and Wales 
furnished to the central office for the registry of friendly societies, for the 
year ended 31st December, 1899 ae Re 


County OFFICERS AND CourRTs (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Account of receipts 
and payments under the Act during the year ended 31st March, 1901 ... 
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3 PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS 1853-91 (ConDITIONAL LICENCES).—Licence granted 
by His Majesty to Jane Horner, a convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting the said Jane Horner to be at large on condition that: 
she enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney ~ ‘it is «oo, Oe 
PoLLING Districts (MIDDLESEX).—Order made by the County Council of 
z Middlesex dividing the parish of Harrow-on-the-Hill into convenient 
(2 polling districts 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act} and ordered to lie on the 
Table. ‘a is asi sine se sa = sae. 
(2 
PETITION. 
DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.—Petition 
i «- ~ against alteration of ; of inhabitants of Southwick ; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table 874 
Drunkards Bill |#...].—Order of the day for the Third Reading read. 
? Moved That the Bill be now read 3¢.—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
The Earl of Feversham... _ es ty ar és von) 
Earl Spencer as ies a6 aa i ah re < O68 
The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess 0' Salisbury)... 875 
On Question agreed to; Bill read 3% accordingly, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 
Licensing Bill aes (THIRD READING, ]—Order of the Day for the Third 
Reading read. 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 3%.-—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
2? 
On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 3¢. 
Moved, That the Bill do now pass.—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
The Earl of Camperdown ... ou hs wes me ‘ii ... 878 
3 The Marquess of Salisbury cus on aoe ae vr .. 879 
: The Earl of Feversham ... $9i ni sus ae es ow See 
On Question, agreed to ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 
County Councils Bye-laws Bill. [Seconp ReapinG.]—Order of the Day 
for the Second Reading read. 
The Earl of Northbrook ... af ve ee 22 ane sé2. (850 
3 Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.—(The Earl of Northbrook.) 
Lord Kenyon bea wes yh in sai ad ae ie Coe 
On {Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Appeals) Bill [u.L.]. [Second REapING.] 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury)  ... pick op ... 880 
| Moved, That the Bill be now read 2%.—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
Lord Alverstone ... er or ri ” ie ose on, OG 
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On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2% accordingly, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House. 


Civil List Bill —Brought from the Commons ; read 14; to be printed ; and 
to be read 2% to-morrow.—(The Lord Privy Seal, M. Salisbur y.) (No. 120.) 


Education (Scotland) Bill. a from the Commons ; read “ and to 
be printed. (No. 121) . ‘ ‘ ‘ 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill. nai from the Commons ; 
read 14; to be printed; and to be read 2% on Tuesday next.—(The Lord 
Monkswell.) (No. 122.) 


House adjourned at a quarter past Five of the clock, till to-morrow. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 20TH JUNE, 1901. 
Took THE OATH.—One other Member took and subscribed the Oath... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Bits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
NOT COMPLIED W ear Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :—#lland 
Gas Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the — be referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders = ys om set 


Brighton Corporation Bill.—Kead the third time, and passed 


Yorkshire aan Power Bill.—Read the third _— and ree [New 
Title. | : ws 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders Ao. 1) Bill; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes s) (No. 2) Bill; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill ; Local Government Provisionai Orders 
(No. 12) Bill.— Read the third time, and passed 


Military Lands Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Reported, without 
amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 


Educational Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Acton) Bill 
(Lords).—Reported without amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. 


Shipley Improvement Bill. ae, with Amendments ; ~— to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. . 


Bideford and Clovelly Railway Abandonment Bill 1 [Lords] enn 
without amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table and to be printed 
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King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Tramways Bill [Lords] ; 
Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [Lords].—Reported with Amendments ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table and to be printed st on sas ose 


PrivaTE Bitts (Group K).—Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from the 
Committee on Group K of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Friday, the 28th day of June, at 
Twelve of the clock ; Report to lie upon the Table ‘ oi nai 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to:—Metropolitan 


Common Scheme (Ham) Provisional Order Bill; Neath Harbour Bill ; 
Thames Deep Water Dock Bill, without amendment 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTIon BiLi.—Petition from Cambridge for alteration ; to lie upon the 


Table 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL :— 
Petitions against; from Pendleton and West Wiltshire; to lie upon the 
Table. 
Petitions in favour ; from Kettering on 0) ; reer and Seaton ; to lie 
upon the Table ... on e sci ‘s Bue a: i 
SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petition of the Scottish Women’s 
Protestant Union, against ; to lie upon the Table ... , ae sie 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLoNIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 
No. 323 (St. Helena, Annual Sink for 1900) [by ecco i to lie 


upon the Table 


East INpiA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). _ ‘aman of Return of all 
Loans raised in India, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding 
at the commencement of the half-year ended on the 31st March, 1901, 
ete. [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 217] ‘ 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE).—-Copy presented, of 
Licence granted to Jane Horner, a Convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the 
Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 

POLLING Districts (COUNTY OF MIDDLESEX).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the County Council of the County of Middlesex, dividing the 
parish of Harrow-on-the-Hill into convenient Polling Districts [by siti 
to lie upon the Table sig as . 

County OFFICERS AND Courts (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Account sine 
of the Receipts and Payments under the Act during the year ended the 
31st March, 1901 [by Petthins to lie ibaa the Table, and to be — 
[No. 218]... 

TRADE REporTS (ANNUAL ‘iain a presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
“ew Reports, Annual Series, No. 2432 [by Command]; to lie upon the 

able ‘ aks re re ie a esa me ex 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 555 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table se eas ne _ — eu 
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BoaRD oF AGRICULTURE (INTELLIGENCE Dtvision).—Copy presented, of 
Annual Report of Proceedings under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 
1875 to 1899, the Merchandise Marks Acts, 1887 to 1894, and other Acts 
for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... in 


Papers LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE :— 


1. Private Bill Legislation—Return relative thereto [ordered 18th April ; 
The Chairman of Ways and Means]; to be printed. [No. 219.] 


2. Loan Societies—Abstraet of Accounts of Loan Societies in England 
and Wales to 3lst December, 1899, furnished to the Central Office 
for the Registry of Friendly Societies [by Act] 


Income Tax ASSESSMENTS, 1896-1900 :— 


Return ordered, “of the number of Assessments to the Income Tax for 
the year ending 5th April, 1896 (in the same classes and in the same 
amounts as stated in, and in continuation of, Parliamentary Paper 
No. 216, of Session 1895 ”’). 

* And similar Returns for the — as 1898, 1899, and 1900.” 
Bartley) 


ELEcTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. Gee ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating ‘the nature of the Proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. 6) Bill.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


ELEcTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 10) BiLL.—Copy ordered, 
“of Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the 


Provisionai Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


PROSECUTIONS (FISHERY Laws) (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “for years 
1890 to 1900, inclusive, ending the 31st day of December, of Prosecutions 
undertaken in Ireland of Masters of beam or otter trawl vessels for 
alleged infringement of the bye-laws of the Fishery Board or the provi- 
sions of the Acts prohibiting beam or otter trawling within certain waters 
round the coasts of Ireland, in the following form, with Summary :— 





(Mr. 
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person charged. 
number of beam 
or otter trawl 
offence committed. 


vessel. 
contravened. 


Name, letters, and 
trial. 


Date of alleged 
Where alleged 
Statute of bye law 
Place and date of 
Result of trial. 


offence 
Name, etc., of 


By whom detected. 








SUMMARY. 








Names, &c., of persons charged Total length of 
more than once during the Number of times such | Total amount | imprisonment 


foregoing period of ten. years. persons were charged. of fines. undergone. 








—(Mr. 0’ Mara.) se shi soi ie “as rm 
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QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—CONCENTRATION CAMPS.—Questions, Mr. C. P. Scott 
(Lancashire, Leigh), Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.), and Mr. Lloyd-George 
(Carnarvon Boroughs) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) nee es sas i 

BoERS IN THE FIELD.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick rr =n site ane os bes ake ous 


TREATMENT OF INVALID SOLDIERS.—Questions, Sir Elliot Lees ss iba 
and Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick i 


REVISION OF CourT-MARTIAL SENTENCES.—Question, Sir John ats a 
dee) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. 23 nl ‘ yi : 


BoER PRISONERS—INTERNMENT IN INDIA.—Question, Mr. William: Redmond 
(Clare, E.) ; Answer, The en of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) sti + os nish be 


MAILS FoR Troops IN SoutH AFRICA—Questions, Mr. + hile Cecil Sides 
Manor) and Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answers, The Financial Secretary 
to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 

RESERVISTS AT ALDERSHOT—Question, Sir John Leng; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick oe 2 eh ies om iis pi _ 

ARMY ReEForM SCHEME.—Question, Sir John Colomb (Great siaebabiic 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ds i a3 ae 





AUTOMATIC RIFLEs. ey stead Mr. Norman is olv re S.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick . é : ‘ ie 2 

SoLpiers’ LIABILITY FOR PARENTS’ re ee Mr. pone 
(Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ‘ se ae 

RECRUITING IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick . ies sin eae iit aM ; wis ae 

VOLUNTEER EQUIPMENT.—Questions, Mr. Osmond Williams ‘iti 
and Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick : ois ax a cas i ae 


WRENCK v. LANGWORTHY Bros.—Questions, Major Rasch (Essex, _— 
ford) and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick ms 


H.M.S. “SyBILLe.”—Question, Sir John Colomb; Answer, The Secretary 
to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) sei aa “as 





RELIGIOUS MINISTRATION FOR DyING: & uestion, Mr. Gilhooly 
(Cork County, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... ; va 


ForkiGN MEAT SuppLiEes FoR THE NAvy.—Questions, Mr. nen and 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 

ISLAND OF ARRAN SIGNAL STATION.—Question, Mr. Morris aiptiaigi 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster . Me ue st ve we pe 

H.M.S. “ Repulse ”—LoucH SwIiILty Farariry.—Question, Mr. Norman ; 
Answer; Mr. Arnold-Forster ... : = see ie 2: ie 

BisHop or CALCUTTA.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton iba ree es = me — P oF 
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CHINESE INDEMNITY -—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, The Under ween 
of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


Cost oF DipLoMATIC AND CoNSULAR SERVICES IN ForREIGN STATES.— 
Question, Mr. Norman ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


GIBRALTAR Works.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) , 


CoaL Duty—Errecr on ITALIAN ContTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the er ie M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W ‘ ae ; . 


CoaL Sie iia. —Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur Liverpool 
Exchange) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


NATIONAL COAL RESOURCES—INQUIRY. ‘iii Mr. D. A. Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


FORTIFYING WINE IN Bonp.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, 
W.) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ae , os des 


CusTOMS—EXAMINATION OF PASSENGERS’ LUGGAGE.—Questions, Mr. 
Murphy (Kerry, E.) and Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answers, The iinet 
of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS.—Question, Mr. O’Mara (Kilkenny, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Ritchie tse bes Rese ip sine oe sine “ 


METROPOLITAN POLICE SraTIONs. peeaneeie Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie idee ‘ inv ‘ ; sae 


MERCANTILE MARINE TONNAGE CALCULATIONS.—Question, Mr, Field 
(Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade — 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ; 


SCOTTISH SHERIFFS’ SALARY.—Question, Mr. Weir (toss and Cromarty) 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain sn tke . 


CANDIDATES FOR CIVIL SERVICE APPOINTMENTS—MEDICAL EXAMINATION.— 
Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 8.); Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen “Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


CaNADIAN Mai Conrracts.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College 
Green); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘ a ee ea 

CLERKS TO SURVEYORS OF TAXES.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern eens W D3 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ioe ies ‘ ‘ 


EpvucaTioN—WELsH County ScHooLs.—Question, Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, 
E.); Answer, The President of the Board of Education ine J. Gorst, 
Cambridge Univer sity) one wen ee es - sah 


LLANELLY AND THE EpUCATION QUESTION.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies 
‘ ae ? 
(Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst ae 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION IN WALES. an Mr. niall ai A (Den- 
bigh) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst . a : er 


ScHOoL EXEMPTION IN WALSALL.—Question, Mr. sii Answer, Sir J. 
Gorst ... Se re pee see Zale eins ses me 


LEEDS ScHOOL BOARD AND THE COCKERTON JUDGMENT.—Question, Mr. 
Jackson (Leeds, N.) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst ... ee - “4 
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REX Vv. COCKERTON—SURCHARGES BY AUDITURS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall 
(Nottingham, W.) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board 
(Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) we wed ie a 


BUCKLAND FISHERY COLLECTION.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 


HousE OF LorpDs AND Privy CouNnciL APPEALS.—Question, Mr. Blake 
(Longford, S.); Answer, The mace, General vee Robert esas In- 
verness Burghs) een 


ScoTTISH MEDICAL OFFICERS OF Sialiks-eaiiin, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... ‘a as 


CONGESTION IN Ross AND CROMARTY.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray ; , shed uae Ves a bt 


IRISH MACKEREL FisHinG Inpustry.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, wisi 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) , 


County Mayo Po.ice Force. i Aen a o, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


IrIsH UNION lace taal Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; pun Mr. 
Wyndham we ne ae des 5 re me 


EVICTIONS IN [RELAND.—Question, Dr. Ambrose ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


SLIGO MAGISTRACY.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham eas , eine oe oie vi oe me 





LISBURN DISTURB: TREW’s SPEECHES. ene Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; ee ’ Mr. Wyadian ie oe wee a ms 


Unitep IrtsH LEAGUE PLACARDS.—Question, Mr. William Abraham (Cork 
County, N.E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham es asi i te 

IRIsH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION BOoARD—PREPARATORY GRADE PRIZES.— 
Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Cork County Poor Rate CoLiLectors.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork, 
Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham Wve as pe ‘us ea 





PROTECTION OF IRISH DaIRY INDUSTRY.—Question, Mr. O’Shee ; _— 
Mr. Wyndham an de ids st - “ah ‘e 


West AND SoutH CLARE Rattway TAxeEs.—Question, Mr. Duffy (Galway, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham... : ss _ es ne ‘ne 
CONGESTION IN THE BAwNBoy RurRAL District.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern, 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘in ns isk sk oa oi 


IrisH FisHERY CoMMISSION—Mrk. LANE’S APPOINTMENT.—Questions, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien and Mr. Sheehan (Cork, Mid) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


INTIMIDATION IN CoUNTY SLIGO.—Questions, Col. M‘Calmont (Antrim, E), 
Mr. O’Dowd, and Capt. Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ; 


Irish County CouNcILS.aAND Direct LABour.—Questions, Mr. Cullinan 
(Tipperary, S.), and Mr. Sheehan ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

INFRINGEMENTS OF IRISH FISHERY LAws.—Question, Mr. O’Mara; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham — alts sae - aa i wn 

MAIDEN QUARTER SESSIONS IN IRELAND,—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, 


E.); Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland seh pare London- 
derry, N.)  ... eae os os - re see si 
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FITZGERALD EsTATE, Co, WESTMEATH.—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... ze so te me sic me 5a i 


Dus.in Potice Court FINEs.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... " wis wt pee 


AupIT OF IRIsH PuBLic ACcoUNTs.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain si a ; 


CLONES PosTaL STaFF—FREE MEDICAL ATTENDANCE.—Question, Mr. John 
Campbell ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain at 


Irish LiGHTs.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 

IrIisH UNIVERSITY EpUCATION.—Question, Mr. Morris; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... és iia en mee ve ade see ‘ed nis 

OLD AGE PENsIONS.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... : ‘va Wes ‘es =e sae nts ie bs 





Factory AND WorksHop Acts AMENDMENT (EXPENSES).—Committee to 
consider of authorising the payment, out of moneys to be provided by 
Parliament, of any expenses incurred by the Secretary of State under 
any Act of the present session to amend the Factory and Workshops Acts 
(King’s Recommendation signified) to-morrow.—( Mr. Secretary Litchie.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intivuled, “ An 
Act to amend the law relating to County Courts in Ireland.” County 
Courts (Ireland) Bill [Lords]... mn 

NEW BILL. 

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS :— 

The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon)... 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 


Bill to amend the Law relating to Youthful Offenders, and for other pur- 
poses connected therewith, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Secretary 
Ritchie, Mr. Solicitor General, and Mr. Jesse Collings. 


Youthful Offenders Bill—‘“To amend the Law relating to Youthful 
Offenders, and for other purposes connected therewith,” presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 221.] 


Finance Bill.—Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 2 :— 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) we ss one 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 3, after the word ‘Ireland,’ to insert the words, 
‘save from His Majesty’s colonies or possessions.’ ””°—(M/r. Flower.) 





Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 226; Noes, 132. (Division List No. 
265.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, to leave out lines 16 to 20, and insert the words— 


* Molasses (except when cleared for use by a licensed dis- 
tiller in the manufacture of spirits) and all sugar and 
extracts from sugar which cannot be tested by the 
polariscope— 

If containing 70 per cent. or more of sweetening matter 
percwt. 0 2 9 
If containing less than 70 per cent. and more than 50 


Mee 


t 
m 


per cent. of sweetening matter... .. perewt. 0 2 0 
If containing not more than 50 per cent. of sweetening 
matter “es ant ve he .- perewt. 0 1 0 
Glucose :— 
Solid... ie jek Re — .. theewt. 0 2 9 
Liquid .. ‘s 7 Ye ss 3 0 2 0” 


—(Mr. Chancellor of the Sihiagwer 7 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


Question put, and negatived. 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Lough oie bee ate si ab ves ai .-» 1004 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“In line 4, to leave out from the word ‘containing’ to the word 
‘more,’ in line 6.”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach Pe oe es a ies a ... 1005 
Mr. Moulton aby ee oe ss oe a oe ... 1006 
Mr. Kearley ea “ a = nan ... 1006 
Mr. Field (Dublin, “St. Patrick) ces cue ii saa ie ... 1007 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... ae cee ee ‘ies wie woe LOOT 
Mr. Alexander Cross S53 a Ae poe eae ee sos. LOOT 
Sir M. Hicks Beach any a ae tee ve ae .-. 1008 
Mr. Moulton ee eu it — ioe pe — ... 1008 
Mr. Kearley se bey ies ith es ie ed .. 1010 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 215; Noes, 131. (Division List No. 


266.) 
Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman sthins sei ins sis in .-» 1013 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ee vies s — ... 1013 
Mr. Moulton a aig cag ose se igs ios veo LOTS 
Mr. Dillon si site ie pss ses eu “i ... 1014 
Mr., Lough, ‘se es si ve ve .«. 1014 
Colonel Nolan (Galway, N. ") ia ies sa see rei ..- 1015 
Mr. Moulton ye ce so bss sa a .-- 1015 


Mr. 0’ Mara we vee ‘iis wit imp ie sie sso. 1015 
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Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment Ais 

“Tn page 2, line 25, at end, to insert the words, ‘ Provided that, as 
from the nineteenth day of April up to the eleventh day of June, 
nineteen hundred and one, the duties on molasses and glucose shall 
be deemed to have been chargeable at the rates specified in the 
Resolution of the Committee of Ways and Means of the eighteenth 
day of April, nineteen hundred and one.’”—(The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 


Question proposed— 
‘“‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Charles McArthur _— es _ io si ..- 1015 

Sir M. Hicks Beach a ee or wan sw FORO 

Mr. Kearley sam as bis in ee abs ses avo Baae 

Sir M. Hicks Beach er tee ise ne eh és ova, 1087 

Mr. Dillon a “i ‘ies es xi ‘as ag ... 1018 
Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. Lough im swe he wr ihe is or ss 1038 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 25, at end, to insert the words, ‘ Provided that on 
sugar, glucose, or molasses used in brewing, a drawback equivalent to 
the duty on the sugar, glucose, or molasses be allowed to the brewer, 
under such regulations as the Commissioners of Inland Revenue may 
make from time to time.’ ”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed— 
‘‘That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach $n “he se wi i ds soe LOS 
Colonel Nolan... Ne a sen sas ct 2. LOTS 
Mr. Groves (Salford, Ss). Jt eee oo ae bh -os LOL 
Mr. Crean (Cork, SE.) ... ps se er ais as ... 1020 
Mr. Lough eis wea és — .<o 1020 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E. ) ba FY. rae ae .-- 1020 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Berwickshire County Town Bill [Lords}].—Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next__... .-- 1020 


Adjourned at One of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 2lst JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with :—Notting Hill Electric a The same was ordered 
to lie on the Table... si ihe ... 1021 
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Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill - a from 
the Select Committee with Amendments 


Belfast Harbour Bill [H.1 = King’s consent signified; and Bill 
reported with Amendments ... : : oe a 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill ; 
Taff Vale Railway Bill; Tendring Hundred Water Bill ; Richmond Gas 
Bill ; Leeds Churches Bill [1.1.]; Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill [H.L. ].— 
Reported with Amendments shi Ni = Bg ee 


North-Eastern Railway Bill—The King’s consent nse iiagl and Bill 
reported with Amendments ... - ‘i 


Irish Presbyterian Church Bill ; British Gas Light Company Bill; West 
Surrey Water Bill ; Stroud Gas Bill.—Reported without amendment. ... 


Derwent Valley Water Board Bill [1.1. a King’s consent signified ; 
and Bill reported with Amendments 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill; London and India Docks (New Works) 
Bill.—Read 2%, and committed ; the Committees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection ‘ sai i “ee 


Dorking Gas Bill—Read 2%, and committed ... ; 
Harrogate Water Bill.—Order of the day for the Third Reading read. 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 3¢.—(The Earl of Morley.) 


The Earl of Northbrook ... 
The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 3¢ accurdingly, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill [H.L.] ; Easton and Church Hope 
Railway Bill [H.L.] ; Harrogate Water Bill [H.L.]; Dover Harbour Bill 
[H.L.]; Ripon diane ation Bill [H.L.]—Read 3, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons ... che sii — Sint -_ sik 


Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery Tramways Bill.—Read 3¢ with the 
Amendment and passed, and returned to the Commons at ve 


London Riverside Fish Market Bill—The Order made on Tuesday last 
appointing certain Lords the Select Committee to consider the Bill, dis- 
charged. 


Report from the Committee of Selection, that the five Lords 
appointed a Select Committee on the Tees Valley Water Board Bill and 
other Bills do form the Select Committee for the consideration of the 
London Riverside Fish Market Bill; read, and agreed to ; all petitions 
referred to the Committee with leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bill, to be heard as desired, as also counsel for 


the Bill 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill—House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bills 
reported without amendments ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills 
to be read 34 on Monday next. sine = + : 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—House in Com- 


mittee Crete f to Order); Amendments made ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bills 
reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills 
to be read 34 on Monday next 


Commons Regulation and Inclosure (Skipwith) Provisional Order 
Bill : Metropolitan Common Scheme (Orpington) Provisional Order Bill. 
—Read 2° (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Monday next 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE (INTELLIGENCE DIVISION).—Annual Report of 
proceedings under the * Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875 to 1899,” 
the “Merchandise Marks Acts, 1887 to 1894,” the “Fertilisers and 
Feeding Stuffs Act, 1893,” and the “ Board of Agricuiture Act, 1899,” for 
the year 1900. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; eh 


County Councils (Bye-laws) Bill [1.1.]—House in Committee (according 
to Order) ; Bill reported without amendment; and re-committed to the 
Standing Committee ... 


Civi! List Bill.--Read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Monday next Kes ‘ 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 21st JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Christ’s Hospital (London) Bill [Lords]. [By Orpen. ] 


Mr. Richards (Finsbury, E.) 
Captain Norton (Newington, WV” i: 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Christ’s 
Hospital (London) Bill [Lords] to consider in what manner the site of 
Christ’s Hospital can be best dealt with, having regard alike to the 
reasonable requirements of the charity and of St. Bartholomew's Hos- 
pital, to the provisions of the Disused Burial Grounds Acts, to the 
interests of London in relation to open spaces, and to the importance 
of preserving some at least of the more interesting buildings of the 
Hospital.” —(Mr. H. C. Richards.) 
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Discussion :— 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London)... 
Dr, Farquharson ( Aberdeenshire, W.) 
Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, SS eee a 
The Secretary of State for the Home Departme nt ( Mr. Ritchie, Croydon)... ie 
Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorle y) 


The Parliamentary Charity Commissioner (Mr. Grit inn, Ke rn, 
Tunbridge) ve — ae js ee 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 116 ; Noes, 224. (Division List No. 267.) 


Military Lands Provisional Orders a 2) Bill.—Read the third 
time, and passed Ss 4a oat oe pe 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Acton) Bill. 
{Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, without amendment ... an 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—Keported, with 
Amendments | Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next 


PrivaTE Britis (Group L).—Mr. Bill reported from the Committee on Group 
L of Private Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, they had ad- 
journed till Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :— 

That they have agreed to Horley District Gas Bill, without amendment. 

That they have agreed to Cardiff Corporation Bill; Leatherhead Gas 
Bill, with Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act for empowering the 
Worcester Tramways, Limited, to construct new tramways in lieu of 
their existing tramways, and to work the same by mechanical power ; 
and for other purposes.” Worcester Tramways Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to extend the limits of supply of and to 
confer further powers upon the Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas Com- 
pany ; and for other purposes.” Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas Bill 
| Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to confer powers upon the Corporation of 
the borough of Smethwick with respect to tramways and to their 
electric lighting and other undertakings ; to make further provision 
for the improvement and good government of the borough ; and for 
other purposes. Smethwick Corporation Bill | Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to amend section four of the Central 
London Railway Act, 1899, and to authorise the raising of further 
capital ; and for other purposes.” Central London Railway (No. 2) 


Bill [Lords s]. 


And also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the mayor, aldermen, and 
burgesses of the city of Bristol to construct an additional dock and 
railways and other w orks ; to extend the city and county of Bristol ; 
and for other purposes.” ‘Bristol Cor poration (Docks and Railways, 
ete.) Bill [Lords] . 
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Worcester Tramways Bill |[Lords|; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas Bill 
Lords]; Smethwick Corporation bill [Lords] ; Central London Railway 
(No, 2) Bill [Lords]; Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, etc.) Bill 
| Lords ].—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 

PETITIONS. 

CuurcH DiscipLine.—Petition from Southborough, for alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table 

CoaL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.— Petition from Newmarket Haigh Moor, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 

EpucATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) BiLL.—Petition from Hedworth, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ai ‘as oe 

Epucation BriLi.—Petitions for alteration, from Oldham; Brighton and 
Preston ; and Rochdale ; to lie upon the Table ; ‘3 

FINANCE Biti.-—Petitions for alteration ; from Rotherham Main; Wharncliffe 
Silkstone ; and South Hiendley ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ys 

MINES (EiGur Hours) Brii.—Petition from Newmarket Haigh Moor, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ; 

PuBLiC Worship REGULATION AcT (1874) AMENDMENT BiLt.—Petition 
from Sion College against ; to lie upon the Table 

RoMAN CatHoLic UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petition from Dingwall against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table ’ 

SaLe OF INTOXICATING LiguoRsS ON SuNDAY Bitu.—Petition from Lland- 
dona in favour ; to lie upon the Table 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BiLL.—Petitions in favour 
from Abercrave ; Salford Priors ; Paddington ; Lewannick ; Kilkhampton ; 
Egloskerry ; Calstock ; Dudley ; Hackney ; Nottingham ; Cowes; Great 
Harwood ; Redbourn ; and Kettering ; to lie upon the Table 

SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petition against from Waltham- 
stow and Bath ; to he upon the Table. 


Petition from Rhodesia, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKs.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered i7th 
June; Mr. Mount] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [220.] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No, 6) Bitt.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 20th June ; Mr. Gerald Bulfour ; to lie upon the 

Table, and to be printed. [No. 221.] 


ELecTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 10) BrLL.—Return presented 
relative thereto (ordered 20th June ; J/r. Gerald Balfour) ; to lie upon the 


QUESTIONS. 

SoutH AFRICA—BOER PRISONERS—INTERNMENT IN INDIA.—Questions, Mr. 
Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) 
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Camps OF CONCENTRATION.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs), 
Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh), Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), and Mr. 
William Redmond ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 


Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) - sre oe : oe ... 1054 
BLOEMFONTEIN CONCENTRATION CAMP.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; 

Answer, Mr. Brodrick =r ‘id = sis a vn ++ LOS 
NEGOTIATIONS WITH Boer LEADERS.—Question, Mr. Lloyd-George (Car- 

narvon Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ai - ie w»» 1055 
ArMY REMOUNTS—TRAMWAY HorsEs. ieee i a Norton (Newing- 

ton, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... : sie oe » 1055 
Horse TRANSPORT—THE “ CERVONA ne eit Norton ; Answer, 

Mr. Brodrick ... we ss 38 ae me ss» LOBE 


Army CoNTRACTS—SOUTH AFRICAN CONTRACTORS.—Question, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick a ch o ... 1056 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH MILiT1A.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) om ee are oe vos LOBT 

AMMUNITION FOR VOLUNTEER Corps—Messrs. KyNnocn’s Orrer.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. .. 1057 

MiuitiA Dis—EMBoDIMENT.—Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ee ee ae aes ae ... LODS 


WHALE IsLaAND BANDSMEN.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, 


me 4c sid de ses is ies ans oe ue ... 1059 
STOKERS FOR THE NAvy.—Questions, Mr. Platt-Higgins ehaa N.) and Mr. 
Flynn (Cork. N.) ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster  ... : a ... 1059 


Russia AND THIBET.—Question, Mr. Norman; Answer, The Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs (V iscount Cranborne, Rochester) io ... 1060 


SALE OF WINE FROM THE RoyaL CELLARS.—Questions, Mr. M‘Dermott 
(Kilkenny, N.) and Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ses ... 1060 

Coat Duty.—Question, Mr. Plummer (Newcastle-on-Tyne) ; Answer, Sir M. 
Hicks Beach ... seh AG he ar oe a ie ess: SO61 

MERCANTILE MARINE—RETURN OF SEAMEN.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucester, Forest of Dean); Answer, The President of the Board of 
Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central)... fos bse oe O61 

MERCANTILE MARINE—OFFICERS’ CERTIFICATES.—Questions, Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... Be ace Rie 333 106] 


SeA Fish Cutture.—Question, Mr. Layland-Barratt (Devonshire, Torquay) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour . ae ee ‘ : aa -.. 1062 


CoMMERCIAL INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St 
Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ses a = ds ... 1063 


QUEEN’S HALL MEETING OF THE OPPONENTS OF THE WAR.—Questions, Sir 
John Stirling-Maxwell (Glasgow, College), Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stow- 
market), Mr. Labouchere (Northampton), Mr. Edmund Robertson, Mr. 
Winston Churchill (Oldham), and Mr. William Redmond ; Answers, The 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) .-» 1064 
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Royal Commission on Irish UNIversiry Epucation.—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 


Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1079 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.——Questions, Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheftield, Hallam), 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), and Dr. Macnamara ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... bie a ne rr a ... 1080 


Took THE OATH.—One other Member took and subscribed the Oath ... 108] 


Larceny Bill :—Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing Committee 
on Law, ete. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 223.] 
Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 223.] 
Bill, as amended (by the Standing Committee), to be considered upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 222]... ies “ ... 1081 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEE).—-Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had discharged the following Members 
from the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fish 
ing), Shipping, and Manufactures :—-Sir Walter Thorburn and Mr. John 
Redmond (added in respect of the Factory and Workshop Acts Amend- 
ment and the Factory and Workshop Acts Consolidation Bills), and had 
appointed in substitution Mr. Arkwright and Mr. William Redmond... 1081 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDs :— 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend the Law with 
respect to Drunkenness.” — Drunkards Bill [ Lords}. 
Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to alter the qualifications of Licensing 


Authorities and the time of holding Licensing Sessions.” Licensing 
Bill [Lords | hs oe ee aie ae ... 108] 


Solicitors Bill {Lords].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 223] me iat iss .. LO8] 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill {Lords]|.—Read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 224] ... 108] 


SUPPLY |12rH ALLorrep Day].—Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. J. W. LowTHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
CiviL SERVICE Estimates, 1901-2. 
Class IV. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£713,881, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of Mareh, 1902, for Public Education 
in Scotland, and for Science and Art in Scotland, including a Grant- 


in-Aid.” 


Mr, Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) i fs as oe eae ... 1082 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“ That Item Q (Grants for Training Colleges) be reduced by £100.” 
—(Mr. Bryce.) 
Mr. Kenshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) ... 1088 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) ... ..- 1090 
Mr. J. A. Campbell (Glasgow and Aberdeen Universities) --« 1004 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) : ... 1095 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) : ... 1097 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) . 1098 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 

Dr, Macnamara . 1104 

Question put, and agreed to. 

2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,000, be cranted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1902, for a Grant to the 
Board of Trustees for manufactures in Scotland in aid of the mainte- 
nance of the National Gallery, School of Art, and Museum of 
Antiquities, Scotland, ete.” 

Mr. Caldwell i ... 1106 
Sir John Stirling Mazwell (Glasgow, Co lege) 2 Ae 
Mr. A. Graham Murray .. .«« LEG? 
Mr. Caldwell . 1G 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,900, be granted for the said 
Service.” —( Mr. Caldwell.) 
Dr, Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) . 1108 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) is ..» 1108 
Mr. Parker Smith a ieiide ; ... 1109 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) .. si ... 1109 
Mr. A. Graham Murray .. x» 1308 
Mr. Weir (Loss and Cromurty) sw LELO 
Sir J. Stirling Maxwell . FERO 

(Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 94 ; Noes, 128. (Division List No. 268.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

Class III. 
3. £58,193, to complete the sum for Prisons (Scotland). 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 
Mr. Orr-Ewing (Ayr — :) > AES 
Mr. Parker Smith i ‘ «3 SEED 
Atiention called to the fact that diaty _— were not scsi House 
counted, and forty Members being found present— 
Mr. Parker Smith... . 
Dr, Farquharson ... 1124 
The Solicitor General for Seutland ( Mr. Scott Dickson, Glesg Bridgeton) 1125 
Mr. A. Graham =e . . 1130 
Mr. Caldwell x . 1130 
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Motion made, and Question proposed- 


“That a sum, not exceeding £7,954, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1902, for the salaries and Expenses of the Office of His Majesty’s Secre- 
tary for Scotland and Subordinate Office, and Expenses under the 
Private Legislature Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, including a Grant- 
in-Aid of the Congested Districts (Scotland) Fund.” 


Mr. Weir ... i a cat ite sk ‘ins vite ... 1130 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £6,954, be granted for the said 
Service.”—(Mr. Veir.) 


Mr. Johu Wilson (Falkirk pind we te rE 3 sox) WLOS 
Mr. A. Graham Murray .. ~~ a Mis ah soe dheo 
Mr. John Dewar (Inverness- shire)... ia 7 -_ ne .. 1138 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) sa Sat - pas ... 1144 
Mr. A. Graham Murray ... es 5c xed ies ae w. 1145 

It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next; Cemmittee also report 
progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Factory AND WorksHop AcTs AMENDMENT (EXPENSES).—Considered in 
Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of any Expense incurred by the Secretary 
of State in any inquiry under the provisions of any Act of the present 
session tc amend the Factory and Workshop <Acts.”’—(Mr. Secretury 
Ltitchie.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That_ the Chairman do report progress; and ask leave to sit 
again.” —(Mr, Putrick O’Brien.) 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Lttchie, Croydon) 1151 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Committee to sit again upon Monday next. 
INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IRELAND) Act, 1900 (RULES):— 


Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, W ‘) ds om fees 5 oe 504 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) . pia ia ve a ... 1158 


Motion made, and Question wiaidin - 


“ That this House disapproves of the Rules of Examination of the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland, 1902, unless they be 
amended in the following particulars :— 


1. In preparatory grade substitute ‘Irish, Latin, French, German,’ 
for present group, ‘ Latin, French, German.’ 

2. In all grades in Modern Course, substitute ‘Irish, French, or 
German,’ for ‘ French or German.’ 
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3. In all grades in Grammar School Course, substitute ‘ Irish, 
Greek, French, or German,’ for ‘Greek, French, or German.’ 
4. In Rule 34, line 9 of Rule, insert after ‘Standard,’ ‘in two of the 
three following : Irish, French, or German.’ 
5, That the percentage required for pass in Irish be 30 per cent. as 
is the case in Greek and German ; 25 per cent for a pass in the honour 
course, the standard now required for Greek and German.”—(Mr. 
Thomas V0’ Donnell.) 
The Chief Secretary for Irelund (Mr. Wyndham, or 1163 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wesford, N.) as ee sas ... 1168 
Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.) ve ee ite baa <« BGS 
Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ss es - a 5s ... 1170 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 56 ; Noes, 107. (Division List No. 269.) 
Adjourned at Two of the clock till Monday next. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 247TH JUNE, 1901. 
Took THe Oatu,—The Earl of Annesley took the Oath 1173 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :— Golborne Gas; Eccles Corpor: ition ; Metropolitan 
Electric Supply; Blackburn Corporation ; Brighton Cerporation ; 
Wallasey Improvement. 
1173 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... 

STANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Cromer Water Bill ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Bill allowed to proceed. 

That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Clyde 
Valley E lectrical Power Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that the names of Sir William George 
Pearce, Bart., Francis Elgar, Robert Harvey, and Hugh Strain he 
struck out of the Bill unless their signatures to a printed copy of the 
Bill, as brought up to this House, be proved before the Committee on 
the Bill. 

" 


Read, and agreed to on 10 SESS 
Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill ««:: 
H.L. |.—Reported with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of m.07; 
the Whole House to-morrow ... oe “Ute 


Petersfield and Selsey Gas Bill ; Great Eastern Railway Bill; Lowestoft 
Corporation Bill [1,t.]—Reported with Amendments ea; vee: SE 


Kettering Urban District Water Bill.—Reported with Amendments ... 1174 


Cambrian Railways Bill ; Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway Transfer 
Bill ; Mansfield Corporation, Bill—Committee to meet on Thursday next 1174 
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Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill.—_The Chairman 
of Committees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was 
withdrawn ; the Orders made on the 14th instant and on Tuesday last 
discharged ; and Bill committed $3 nt 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water Bill. The Chairman 
of Committees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was 
withdrawn ; the Orders made on the 11th instant and on Tuesday last 
discharged, and Bill committed for Thursday next... 


Glasgow and South-Western Railway Bill.-_Read 2%, and committed ; 
the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection +08 


Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) Bill.—Read 24, and committed 


Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill.—Read 24, and committed ; 
the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection sa 


Salford Corporation Bill | H...| ; Stockport Corporation Water Bill sae L. ].- 
Read 34, and passed, and sent to the Commons , as 


Leeds Corporation Water Bill |u.v.|—Order of the Day for the Third 

Reading read. 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 34,—(The Earl of Morley.) 
Discussion :- 

The Earl of Crewe 

Lord Hawke: shury .. 

The ( thairiman oF ( Seer re (The Earl of Hor le ”" 

The Marqvess of Ripon 


On Question, agreed to ; read 34, oa inne and sent to the Commons. 


Great Western Railway Bill: Swansea Harbour Bill; Winsford Urban 
District (Gas Transfer, ete.) Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Acton) Bill 
[H.L.].--Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Caledonian Railway Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various 
Powers) Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junc- 
tion Railways) Bill; Aldershot Gas and Water Bill; Cleveland and 
Durham County Electric Power Bill—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord Wolverton be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl 
of Shaftesbury ; read, and agreed to 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders Confirmation om: 3) Bill 
(41.1. |.—Committed to a Committee of the Whole House ... 


Private and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills.— Ordered, That 
Standing Orders Nos. 72 and 82 be suspended for the remainder of the 
SCSSION ... 


— Government (Ireland) Provisional eral (No. : Bill.—-Read 
‘ (according to Order), and passed... ds e : , 


oor and Improvement of Lands — Provisional Order 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.— 
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House in Committee (according to Order); Bills reported without 
amendment ; Standing Committee negatived; and Bills to be read 3" 
to-morrow sia te i eh es st hes a sce Oo 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [{1.1.].--House in Committee 


(according to Order); Amendments made; Standing Committee 
negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received to-morrow ery ai >| 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [.v.|.—House in 
Committee (according to Order); the Amendments proposed by the 
Select (Committee made ; further Amendments made; Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received to-morrow 1181 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[|H.L.].—House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without 
amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ ... 1182 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [1.L.|; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [t.L.]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No, 9) Bill [H.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 11) Bill [H.L.].—House in Committee (according to Order) ; 
Amendments made; Standing Committee negatived; the Report of 
Amendments to be received to morrow nh ats as ne -» L182 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill [u.1.|; Water 
Orders Confirmation (No, 2) Bill [41.L.].—House in Committee (according 
to Order) ; Amendments made; Standing Committee negatived ; the Report 
of Amendments to be received to-morrow... one ae set z1. LEBZ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill.—Read 3¢ (according to Order), and passed... es a. LBZ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—Amendmeits 


reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow =z 182 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local Govermnent 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.— 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and passed... i Ss me .. 1182 


Commons Regulation and Inclosure (Skipwith) Provisional Orders 
Bill; Metropolitan Common Scheme (Orpingten) Provisional Order Bill 
—House in. Committee (according to Order); Bills reported without 
amendment ; Standing Committee negatived; and Bills to be read 34 

to-morrow 1183 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill. (No. 135.); 
Military Lands Provisional Crders (No. 2) Bill. (No. 156.).--Brought 
from the Commons; read 1“; to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.1.| {Pontypridd Urban 
District Council Order Opposed] ; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) 
Dill {1.u.|—{Cheriton Urban District Council Order Opposed] ; ‘Tramways 
Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [H.L.| -[Polkestone Corporation, Glossop 
Electric, and West Riding Orders Opposed]; Bexley Tramways Bill ; 
Tottenham and Hampstead Junetion Railway Bill; Bingley Urban 
District Council Bill; Bradford Corporation Bill; Burton-upon-Trent 
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Corporation Bill ; Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill.—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 

to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills, viz. 

—E. Abingdon, E. Radnor, L. Clonbrock (chairman), L. ikon, 

L. Monckton (/’. Galway); agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly ; the Committee to meet on ‘Monday next, at Twelve o'clock ; 

and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as 

also counsel for the Bills zee aa ii dis ve See -o» ABS 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2633. Venezuela (Cuidad Bolivar) ; 
No. 2634. Turkey (Tripoli); No. 2635. Portugal (Southern Portugal)... 1184 


GIBRALTAR (ADMIRALTY Works).—1l. Letter (with Inclosure) from Vice- 
Admiral Sir Harry Rawson, K.C.B., dated 30th March, 1901. 2. Letter 
(with Inclosures) from Vice- Admiral Sir Harry Rawson, K.C.B., dated 
16th May, 1901 Ae nas io ue me ne ais 1» 1184 


INEBRIATES ACTS, eb TO 1899 (REGULATIONS FOR STATE INEBRIATE 
REFORMATORIES).—General regulations for the management and discipline 
of State lasbrinte Bator matories made by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department in pursuance of the Inebriates Act, 1898. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table ss . 1184 


SUPERANNUATION.—- Treasury Minute, dated 15th June, 1901, declaring that 
George Smith, engine driver, Roy al Gun Factory, War Office, was appointed 
without a civil service certificate through inadvertence on the part of the 
head of his department aes iss iis i = we we 1134 


Public REcorDs (ADMIRALTY DEPARTMENT).—Eighth Schedule, containing a 
list and particulars of classes of documents which have been removed 
from the office of the Commissioners for executing the office of Lord 
High Admiral of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
and deposited in the Public Record ‘Office, but which are not considered 
of sufficient public value to justify their preservation therein. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1184 


PETITION. 


DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN AGAINST 'TRANSUBSTANTIATION. — Petition for 
alteration of, of Roman Catholic British subjects resident in Rhodesia ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table ne se — nee al sia AOD 


QUEEN ANNE’s Bounty Boarp.—The evidence taken before the Joint 
Committee from time to time to be printed, but no copies to be delivered 
except to members of the Committee, and to such other persons as the 
Committee shall think fit, until further order. (No. 134.)... sae .. 1185 


Purchase of Land (Ireland) Bill.—House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bill reported without amendment; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow ove she ite «. 1185 


Civii List Bill—House in Committee (according to Order); Bill reported 
without amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 
3¢ to-morrow ... vee oe oes aes eee one ai w» 1185 
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Supreme Court of Judicature (Appeals) Bill |1.1.]—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order.) 


Lord Heneage ... a ob pati 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halshury) 


Bill reported without amendment, and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 
House adjourned at five minutes past Five of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 24th JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
St. Bartholomew's Hospital Bill [Lords]. (By Orper.)—Order for 


Second Reading read. 
The Parliamentary Charity Commissioner (Mr. Griffith-Boscawen, Kent, 
Tunbridge) : 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E. “ 
3ill read a second time, and committed. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, ETC.—Ordered, That the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, etc., have leave to sit till half-past Three of the clock on 
every day on which the Factory and Workshop Acts Amendment Bill and 
the Factory and Workshop Acts Consolidation Bill are under considera- 
tion.- (Mr. Laurence Hardy) .. oe 


PrivATE Britis [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr, Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Read- 
ing thereof, the St: anding Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Harpenden 
District Gas Bill [Lords]. —Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the fol- 
lowing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been eom- 
plied with, viz. : Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill 
| Lords] ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [Lords] ; 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill einige That the Bills be 
read a second time to-morrow ss és = 


Aspatria, Silloth, and District ean Bill — |.—Nead the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments .. =“ a Ss 


Great Western ee Bill.—King’s consent signified ; Bill read the third 
time, and passed .. = ee ees ate 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill “[Lorde} —King’s consent 
signified ; Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Milford Docks Bill asetets’ —Read the third time, and wer with an 
Amendment 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead om: Bill (Lois —Read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments : a = ae 
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Nitrate Railways Company Bill | !.ords}; Rodgers’s Patent Bill {Lords].— 


Read the third time, and passed, without amendment 


Shrewsbury Gas Bill | Lords a —Read the third time, and Seite with 
Amendments ‘ , 


Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District (Water) Bill [1 een —Read the third 


time, and passed, with an Amendment 


Swansea Harbour Bill: Winsford Urban District si Transfer, ete.) Bill. 
—Read the third time, and passed ‘3 ‘ins 


Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Abandonment) Bill “[Lords} (Nor 


AMENDED. ).—Considered ; to be read the third time 


City and South London Railway Bill [Lords|; New Swindon Gas_ Bill 
{Lords] ; Paisley Police and Public Health Bill; Rhyl Improvement. Bill ; 
Stratford-upon-Avon, Toweester, and Midland Junction, East and West 
Junction and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon-Avon Junction 
Railway Companies Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time 


Barrow-in-Furness ape Bill a ords I Read a second time, and 
committed ee , 


Bolton Corporation Bill 





Lords|.—Read a second time, and committed. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee to insert the follow 
ing Clause : 

Any scheme for the establishment of a superannuation or provident 
fund under this part of this Act shall not come into operation until 
the Corporation shall in respect of that fund have heen registered 
under the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, and the provisions of shat Act 
(except the proviso to Sub-seetion (1) of Section 8 and Section 41) so 
far as they are applicable and are not inconsistent with the provisions 
of this part of this Act shall apply as if (a) the Corporation were a 
society to which that Act applies and were the Trustees of such 
society ; (b) as if the scheme were the rules of such society ; (c) as if 
the superannuation or provident funds were the funds of such society ; 
and (d) as if the contributors to the fund were the members of such 
society. (Mr Strachey.) 


Bristol — penny Bill jweens peat a second time, and 
committed es ae 


Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [Lords] ; Manchester and 
Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill | Lords] ; Wisbech Water Bill 


| Lords].—Read a second time, and committed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill. —As amended, con- 
sidered ; read the third time, and passed 


INVERGARRY AND Forr Avcustus RatLway OrDER CoNFIRMATION.— Bill 
to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway, 
ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General 
for Scotland. 


Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Order Confirmation Bill. 
“To confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Proe edure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway,’ 
presented accordingly ; ; and, under 62 and 63 Vi ic, ©. 47,6. 1 (2). ordered 
to be considered upon Monday next, and tobe printed. (Bill 225. | 
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Private Bitts (Group N).—Ordered, That Frederick William Gibbon do 
attend the Committee on Group N of Private Bills to-morrow, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock ee i 


London United Tramways Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed . 06 os “5 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to Dublin, St. James’ 
Gate, Brewery Tramways Bill, with an Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, invituled, “ An Act to authorise the urban 
district council of Stratton and Bude to purchase the undertaking of 
the Bude Harbour and Canal Company, and to construct waterworks 
and supply water within their district and adjoining parishes, and 
to make further and better provision for the local government of the 
district ; and for other purposes.” Stratton and Bude Improvement 


Bill { Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confer further powers on the Easton 
and Church Hope Railway Company.” Easton and Church Hope 
Railway Bill {Lords}. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to authorise the Corporation of Harrogate 
to construct additional waterworks ; and for other purposes.’ Harro- 
gate Water Bill { Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“ An Act to authorise the Corporation of Harrogate 
to construct certain street improvements ; and to make further provi- 
sion in regard to the health and local government of the town.” 
Harrogate Corporation Bill {Lords}. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the construction of certain 
new works ; for improving the harbour of Dover; the abandonment 
of certain authorised works ; the raising of further moneys by the 
Dover Harbour Board ; and other purposes.” Dover Harbour Bill. 


And aiso a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the Corporation of the 
city of Ripon to construct additional waterworks, and to mi ke other 
provision for the health and good government of the city.” Ripon 
Corporation Bill {Lords} a 


STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT BILL [Lords]; Easton and Church Hope 
Railway Bill [Lords] ; Harrogate Water Bill [Lords ; Harrogate Corpor: 2 
tion Bill [Lords] ; Dover Harbour Bill [Lords]; Ripon Cor] poration Bill 
[Lords] ; Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 





PETITIONS. 
Beer Bivv.——Petition from Alton, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 
Epucation Bi_t.—Petition from West Ham ; against; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions for alteration, from Halifax; West Sussex; Colchester; and 
Bideford ; to lie upon the Table 
EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) BILL.—Petition from West Ham, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table , oer ‘in 


HovusinGc OF WORKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BIL".-—Petition 
from West Ham, in favour ; to lie wpon the Table ... 


Jurors’ EXPENSES BILi.—Petition from West Ham, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table Ss sie ae hate are Bish Ae Bee 
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Pusiic HeaLtn Briit.—Petition from West Ham, against ; to lie upon the 
Table ... os i — se a oe so ve -« L195 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liguors TO CHILDREN BIL..—-Petitions in favour, 
from Beeston ; Newbridge-on-Wye ; Aston ; Walsall; Ullenhall ; Rugby ; 
Willoughby ; Forest Gate; Woodhouse; Biggleswade; Walthamstow ; 


Tempsford ; and Totland Bay ; to lie upon the Table... sie ..- 1193 
SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petition from Abergavenny, against ; 
to lie upon the Table.. ive sis on “se iat ‘ts we. 1193 


NATIONAL GALLERY (ACQUISITION OF ADJACENT LAND) Biti.—Petition 
from Westminster, against ; referred to the Select Committee on the 
Bill sa Bs tae see oy < Be ae sve. GUS 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INEBRIATES Acts, 1879 TO 1899 (REGULATIONS FOR STATE INEBRIATE 
tEFORMATORIES).—Copy presented, of General Regulations for the Manage- 
ment and Discipline of State Inebriate teformatories, made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department in pursuance of the Inebriates 
Act, 1898 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... sn ai o.. 1194 


Evectric LIGHTING Acts 1882 To 1890 (PROcEEDINGS).—Copy presented, 
of Report by the Board of Trade respecting the Applications to and 
Proceedings of the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 
1882 to 1890, during the past year [by cabs to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 2 224.] ... : a on cos ves ow» 1194 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 

15th June, 1901, declaring that George Smith, engine-driver, Royal Gun 

Factory, War Office Department, was appointed without a Civil Service 

Certificate through inadvertence on the part of the head of his depart- 
ment [by Act]; to lie upon the Table = ati ay i veo! 1908 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION Act, 1889.—Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act, for the county of 
Cornwall (Seventh Minute), dated 9th June, 1901 [by Act] : to lie upon 
the Table = ie som ‘ak ese ia ‘i me -. 1194 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs).-—Copies presented, of Diplomatic wen 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2633 to 2635 [by Command] ; 
lie upon the Table .... —... is i she oh Si ow 1104 


ADMIRALTY Works AT GIBRALTAR.—Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting Admiralty Works at Gibraltar [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table ... ov ies we se ‘és ~ ee ‘a .. 1194 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House :— 

1. Inquiry into Charities (Administrative County of Durham). Further 
Return relative thereto [ordered 14th February, 1900; Mr. Grant 
Lawson}; to be printed. [No. 225.] 

2. Public Records (Admiralty). Copy of Eighth Schedule containing a 
List and Particulars of classes of Documents which have been removed 
from the Office of the Commissioners for executing the office of the 
Lord High Admiral of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, and deposited in the Public Record Office, but not considered 
of sufficient public value to justify their preservation therein [by 
Act] ed sal ssi a“ wine wa i ose . 1194 
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AppEALS (House oF Lorps AND JUDICIAL CoMMITTEE).—Return ordered, 
“showing for each of the years from 1890 to 1900, inclusive, (1) the 
number of days on which the House of Lords sat for the disposal of 
Judicial Business ; (2) the number of days on which the Judicial Com 
mittee of the Privy Council sat for the disposal of Judicial Business ; 
(3) the number of occasions (included in Items 1 and 2) on which the 
Lords and the Committee both sat at the same time.”—(Mr, Blake.) 


QUESTIONS. 





SouTH AFRICAN WAR—TAXATION ON TRANSVAAL MINES. Mr. 
Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; ‘spite The Sereany of State 
for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain) a 


CAMPS OF CONCENTRATION—SPIRITUAL MINISTRATIONS.—Question, Mr. 
Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answer, The Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) sie oa +a : 


VOLUNTEERS FOR ACTIVE SERVICE.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office — 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton)... ies ; - 


Army ConTrAcTsS—FatR WAGE Sida: i, Mr. M‘Kenna 
(Monmouthshire, N.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley sm ne : 


Starr PAYMASTERS. Peete: ns Norton Misiairsiesid W. ee Answer, 
Lord Stanley ; - ; 


RELIGIOUS MINISTRATIONS ON WARSHIPS—THE “DIADEM” FATALITY. 
Question, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, W.); Answer, The e Secretary to to 
the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) . ; ae 

Navy Contracts—FresH MEAT.—Question, elie Donelan (Cork, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... is ae ees sek se ae 





MEDITERRANEAN FLEE ES BERESFORD’s LETTER.—Questions, 
Mr. Norman (Wolv oe S. ) and Mr. Gibson Bowles acess Regis); ; 
Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster.. 


ened Mr. William Redmond _— E.) ; 





IMPERIAL CouRT OF APPEAL. 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain.. 


Court oF Finat APPEAL.—Question, Mr. Blake inphed "~ Answer, The 
Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) ... 38 By 


INDIAN FINANCE.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


CHINA AND THE OpiuM Duty.—Question, Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Barnard 
Castle); Answer, The Under annua of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) : ; 


FrencH RAILWAY FROM TONKING FRONTIER TO iseaibiie tania 
Mr. Norman ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne... 503 eae ea was 

ANATOLIAN RAILWAY.—Question, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Crick- 
lade) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne... a ve aA +i 


TURKISH TARIFFS AND RaILwAy CONCESSIONS.—Question, Mr. James 
O’Kelly (Roscommon, N.) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne... “ 


SLAVERY IN ZANZIBAR AND ee Mr. J. A. Pease a Rom- 
ford) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne.. Pe . ne - = 
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NaTive Lanour in East Arrica.—Question, Mr. J. A. Pease; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne ... cs sé he Ss ve ia ~~. GE 


Rep Sea Licuts.—Question, Sir J. sicanin samaaeniile N.E.); Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne ... vr ; ike es “dy ate ... 1905 


GIBRALTAR AND THE CoAL TAx.—Question, Mr. Edmund _ Robertson 
(Dundee); Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks 


Beach, Bristol, W.) ... — ee er cay ap ae ee 1205 
CoaL Duty I[Nquiry.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ... oe re abe “ Ses sso 1206 


THE “PrRimROSE HILL” [NQuiry.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) ie ise is oe me ues $i s .-- 1207 


BIRKENHEAD LICENSING CASE.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.); Answer, Mr. Ritchie... ro +s ee i --- 1208 


IMMIGRATION OF ALIENS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... 1209 


TREATMENT OF ALIENS BY THE UNITED STATES.—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour hes a bs iy ... 1209 


Foop SuPPLY FoR MERCHANT SEAMEN—THE “ MANCHESTER CORPORATION.” 
Questions, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) and Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour... sat ~ si ... 1210 


LASCARS ON P. AND O. Boats.—Questions,, Mr. William Redmond and Mr. 
Flynn (Cork, N.); Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour... is - ie ae 


AGRICULTURAL INSTRUCTION.—Questions, Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) 
and Mr. Walter Palmer (Salisbury); Answers, The President of the 
Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) sine “ sa ..» 1213 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION—SCHOOL BoARDS AND MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES. 
Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, The Vice President 
of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) ... «» 2914 
INSPECTION OF SCHOOLS.—-Question, Sir W. Hart Dyke; Answer, Sir J. 
Gorst ... cE a aS we sos aes si oa os GDUS 
WELsH County ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ; Answer, Sir J. 
Gorst ... oe eh 7” ee as eh oi 5% woo, Lode 
Fuint TELEPHONE EXCHANGE. —Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worces- 
tershire, E.) ... ae ine oe rat ies ie ae w-» 1815 
BuENOS AYRES PARCELS Post.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canter- 
bury) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... as ic ~ -- 1218 
THE MANDAT CARTE.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain ... es ake on an sia ies som ADMD 
CoMPARATIVE Cost OF FRENCH AND ENGLISH MONEY OrDERS.—Question, 
Mr. Henniker Heaton ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ios ... 1216 


TELEGRAPHIC Money OrDERS.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain _... sh oe ‘ip ist ‘i sve aes 


TELEGRAPHIST’S ErricieNCY Barrrer.—Question, Mr. Wallace (Perth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain _... 4 bt “we ay Bee i ty 
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New Postack StTamMps.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain ... ii oe BN be . 1218 
QUEEN VicTorraA’s FuNERAL DAy—ExtTraA PAYMENT FOR PosTMEN Em- 
PLOYED.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W. ds ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ae sad ahs i er ma a ... 1218 
ScorTIsH CENSUS.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, The Solicitor 
General for Scotland (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgeton) ... --- 1219 
ACHILL PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Dr. Ambrose ee bi 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... a . . 1219 
BALTIMORE MAILs.—Question, Mr. aw ee co., W ) Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ar: 1220 
RoyAL IrisH CoNsTaBULARY.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 1220 
KinLaGLin (Co. Kerry) Line.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ror aa = si oy Lee s- 1221 


Westport POLICE ARRANGEMENTS. —Questions, Dr. Ambrose and Mr. John 
O'Donnell (Mayo, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ee Pre ar 


1 
Westport LAND SALES.— Question, Dr. Ambrose ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1: 


3ELFAST CONSTABULARY EQUIPMENT.—Question, Mr. John Redmond (Water- 


ford) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1223 
InisH Epucation REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ar a ae % was UYZS 
REEVES ESTATE, SKIBBEREEN.—Questions, Mr. Edward Barry (Cork County, 8.) 
and Mr. Sheehan (Cork Co. Mid.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham _... »- 1223 
INCENDIARY FrRES IN SLIGO.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S.) ; Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ... 3235 
LovGHREA HEATHER BURNING CASE. ar Mr. ae = 8.); 
Ane ; Js o- 1225 


Answer, Mr. Atkinson . 


WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT—IRISH TRADES CONGRESS RESOLUTION.— 
Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. A.J. Balfour _... .. 1226 


Irish LAND ComMISSION.— Question, Mr. T. W. Russell | (prone 8); 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1227 
BusINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Macartney 
(Antrim, 8.), Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. get (1 iincolnshire, Sleaford) Dr. 
Maenamara, and Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.), and Mr. Lough (Islington, 
W.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour as 7 ve ae .. 1227 
Finance Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowTHeR (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 2 :— 
Question again proposed— 
“That Clause 2, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) .- 1231 
The Chancellor of the Earhequer _ M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, I) -- 1237 
Mr, Lough (Islington, WV.) : es woo 1237 
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Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplay’) 
Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden)... 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) 

Mr, O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) 

Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ... 

Mr, Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 
Sir M. Hicks Beach on 

Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) .. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 240 ; Noes, 159. (Division List No. 270.) 


Clause 3 :— 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Clause 3 be postponed.”—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


Sir M. Hicks Beach ic i bas 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) ... 
Mr, John Wilson (Durham, Mid)... i 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) 
‘Mr. Robson (South Shields) NN 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N. ) , 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le- Street) 
Mr, Fenwick (2 Vorthumberland, Wansbeck) 
Sir Edward [eed (Cardiff) 
Sir Edward Gray (Northumber lund, Berwick ‘) 
Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Barnard C1 istle) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126 ; Noes, 167. (Division List No. 271.) 
Mr. Samuel Evans 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 28, to leave out the words ‘as from the nineteenth 
day of April,’ and insert the words ‘from the nineteenth day of 
October.’ ”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


Sir. M. Hicks Beach . 

Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) is 
Mr. Brynmor Jones :(Swansea District) ... 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, aid 

Mr. William Allan i ; 

Sir M. Hicks Beach 

Mr. D. A. Thomas 

Mr. Fenwick: 

Mr. Robson 

Sir James Joicey ... 

Sir Joseph Pease ... 

Mr. Samuel Evans 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Feegis) 

Sir M, Hicks Beach - 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 223 ; Noes, 164. (Division List No. 272.) 
Mr. Channing... bey obs ii xi sg ve ... 1303 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 29, after the word ‘paid’ to insert the words 


,” 


‘until the first day of August, nineteen hundred and two.’”—- 
(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed— 
‘‘That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach awa ies —_ - ‘a sa ... 1306 
Mr. McKenna... rn me ses ie o es ... 1307 
Mr. McLaren (Leicestershire, Bosworth) ... 3 bas Ss ... 1309 
Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) sas xi ns Heh az ... 1310 
‘ol. Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) ... or oe zis aoa a. 1 
Mr. D. A. Thomas si es = _ ~ es ... 1311 
Mr. J. A. Pease ... S54 ~ sit es a ied ... 1312 
Sir James Joicey ... ae sad - ‘ie oi an ... 1313 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 142 ; Noes, 211. (Division List No. 273.) 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again this day. 
SUPPLY [21st June] REPORT.—Resolutions reported :— 
Civit SERVICE EsTiMATES, 1901-2. 


Crass IV. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding £713,881, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for Public Education in Scotland, and for Science and Art in 
Scotland, including a Grant-in-Aid.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for a Grant to the Board of Trustees for Manufactures in 
Scotland in aid of the maintenance of the National Gallery, School of 
Art, and Museum of Antiquities, Scotland, etc.” 


Cuass_ IIL. 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £58,193, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Prison Commissioners for 
Scotland, and of the Prisons under their control, including the Main- 
tenance of Criminal Lunatics and the Preparation of Judicial 
Statistics.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 
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SUPPLY [l4tH June] REPORT.—Resolution reported :— 


Navy EsrimaTEs, 1901-2. 


Sec. 1. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,684,000, be granted to His 
Majesty,to defray thelExpense ofthe Personnel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, ete., including the cost of Establishments of Dockyards 
and Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1902.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [7ru June] REPORT.—Order read, for further consideration of 
Third Resolution, “That a sum, not exceeding £571,085, be granted to 
His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1902, for the Expenses of the Post Ottice Packet Service.’ 


Mr. Weir (Itoss and Cromarty) . ee bk ees i ... 1320 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out ‘£571,085,’ and insert ‘ £570,985,’ instead thereof.” 
—(Mr. Weir.) 
(Juestion proposed 
“That ‘£571,085 ’ stand part of the resolution.” 


Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny, S.) er bis ... 1321 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (ar. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E) ‘ xe ae ... 1823 
Mr. William Redinond (( are, E. ) cee as _ oe soe owe 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... ve a se ae ... 1826 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 142; Noes 71. (Division List No. 274.) 


Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [6th Junk] REPORT.—Order read, for further Consideration of Post- 
poned Resolution, “That a sum, not exceeding £345,000, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for the Ordnance Factories (the 
cost of the Productions of which will be charged to the Army, Navy, and 
Indian and Colonial Governments) which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 21st day of March, 1902.” 


Mr. Weir. ae oan ei et Ets es ue sxx VOSC 


Amendment iat. 


“To leave out ‘£345,000’ and insert ‘£344,900’ instead 
thereof.” —(Mr. Meir.) 
Question proposed, “That £345,000 stand part of the resolution.” 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office ia ie Lancashire, 
Westhoughton) .. ies ... 1331 
Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) ke Si sink rm ~~ +» 1331 
Mr. O’ Mara ; : or a 332 
Mr. William Redmond re mon “ na ae ... 1332 
Lord Stanley as ‘ee oe vf ee ee — ... 1332 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolution agreed to 





June 24 


Youthi 
Sti 


Public 
Th 


Natiorz 
De 
Se 
Bi 
W 


BARON! 
for 
Cc 
an 
EARL 
M 
lez 
(p 
an 
26 
mi 
ap 
to 
an 
lat 
di; 
as 
Di 
ho 


up 


sav 
He 


EARLD 
an 


TOOK 1 





ue 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 24. | 


Youthful Offenders Bill.—Read a second —_ and committed to the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete. tla 


Public Libraries Bill [Lords].—Read a seeond time and committed for 
Thursday se ane ses she er aa iad . 


National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Lands) Bill—Mr. Akers 
Douglas, Lord Balearres, and Mr. Paulton nominated Members of the 
Select Committee on the National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Lands) 
Bill with two Members to be added by the Committee of Selection.—(Sir 
William Walrond.) ens ote sae oo vee . 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Two of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 25rH JUNE, 1901. 
BARONIES OF Darcy DE KNAYTH, MEYNILL, AND FAUCONBERG.—Committee 
for Privileges met ; Petition of the Countess of Yarborough and the 


Countess of Powis (presented on the 21st of February last) considered ; 
and leave given as prayed ; Committee adjourned sine die... 





EARLDOM OF NORFOLK.--Committee of Privileges met; Petition of Lord 
Mowbray, etc. (presented on the 21st of February last) considered ; and 
leave given as prayed. Two petitions of Henry Duke of Norfolk, ete. ete. 
(presented on the 10th of December, 1900, and the 25th of February last), 
and also a petition of the said Lord Mowbray, etc. (presented on the 
26th April last) considered, and counsel heard thereon ; then the Com- 
mittee resolved, That the said Duke of Norfolk should {be allowed to 
appear and be heard by Counsel and lodge a printed case in opposition 
to the petition of Charles Botolph Joseph, Lord Mowbray, Lord Segrave, 
and Baron and Lord Stourton of Stourton, in the county of Wilts, to Her 
late Majesty praying her Majesty to determine the abeyance of the 
dignity of Earl of Norfolk in his favour, and to summon him to Parliament 
as Earl of Norfolk; and the Committee further resolved, That the said 
Duke of Norfolk should not be required to prove that he is the rightful 
holder of the title of Earl of Norfolk, alleged to have been conferred 
upon Thomas, Earl of Arundel and Surrey, in 1644 ; and Report of the 
said resolution to be made to the House ; Committee adjourned sine die. 


House resumed. 


EarLpoM OF Nor¥roLK.—Keport \from the Committee for Privileges made, 
and agreed to... 


Took THE OATH.—Several Lords took the Oath... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the eg that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with --Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Work- 
ing Classes) ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5); Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1); Electric Lighting Provisional 
Order (No. 1) ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5); 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of 
W orking Classes) (No. 2); Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7). 


exiXx 


Page 


. 1333 


... 1332 


. 1333 


. 1333 
. 1333 





exx TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 25.] 


Also the Certificates that no further Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bills:—-Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) ; Inclosure (Sutton) 
Provisional Order ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) ; 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 3); Military 
Lands Provisional Orders (No. 2). 


Also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with :—Swansea Harbour ; Wins- 
ford Urban District (Gas Transfer, etc.). 


And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have not been complied with :—Southampton and 
Winchester Great Western Junction Railway. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway Bill. 
—Examiner’s Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders 
referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Thursday next 


Burgess Hill Water Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
preamble of the Bill had been proved, but that they had not proceeded 
further with the consideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having 
been withdrawn; and that the Committee had awarded costs to the 
promoters ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table, and Bill recommitted 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) 
Bill.—Report from the Select Committee, That the Committee had not 
proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared 
in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders 
made on the 14th of June and Tuesday last discharged ; and Bill committed 


Caledonian Railway Bill.—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 11th of June and Tuesday last discharged ; 
and Bill committed ... be ine ‘he vhs _ or 


Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bill—Read 2¢, and committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection... 


Blackburn Corporation Bill.—Read 22 


Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway Bill (H.L.] ; Cork, Black- 
rock, and Passage Railway Bill [H.L.]; Rugby Water and Improvement 
Bill [H.L.]; Belfast Harbour Bill tek ; Leeds Churches Bill [1.1.]— 
Read 34, and passed, and sent to the Commons _... sas she 


Irish Presbyterian Church Bill ; British Gas Light Company Bill.—Read 3% 


and passed. ... ‘ 
Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill ; 
Taff Vale Railway Bill; North-Eastern Railway Bill.—Read 3%, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... ist awe L8G 
Nitrate Railways Company Bill; Rodgers’ Patent Bill [H.L.].—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to ns “ts vis = sit 


Milford Docks Bill [H.L.]; Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District (Water) Bill 
[H.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with an Amendment ... 


.-» 1336 


.» 1336 
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Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [H.t. Ses —Returned from the Com- 
mons agreed to, with Amendments ... ie ... 1336 


Aspatria, Silloth and District Water Bill [H. ae: Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
and Gateshead Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Shrewsbury Gas Bill [H.L.].—-Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to ... sa ‘ .. 1336 


Pembroke Urban District Council tenn of Dublin) Bill; Dublin 
(Equalisation of Rates) Bill ; Metropolitan Water Companies (Amendment 
of Acts) Bill ; North British Railway Bill ; London, Tilbury, and South- 
end Railway Bill; Metropolitan Railway Bill; South Metropolitan Gas 
Bill ; London County Council (General Powers) Bill ; London and India 
Docks (New Works) Bill.— Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Com- 
mittee for the consideration of the said Bills ; (viz.)--E. Londesborough 
V. Falkland (chairman), L. Carysfort (£. Carysfort), L. Ardilaun, L. Hamilton 
of Dalzell ; agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed accordingly ; the Com- 
mittee to meet on Thursday, the=4th of July next, at Eleven o'clock ; and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, 
also counsel for the Bills ie oa ae ie oie ie w- 1337 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
| H.L. |.—Bill read 2¢ (according to Order). 


Lord Newlands ... Si sa oe er aA pak ssa Nee 


Moved, That the Bill be referred to a Joint Committee of Lords and Com- 
mons.—( Lord Newlands.) 


Lord Tweedmouth a | as yan ba es ae ... 1340 
Moved, That the debate be adjourned till this day week.—(Lord Tweed- 

mouth.) 

The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley)... o .. 1341 

The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh)... as ... 1342 


Motion for the adjournment agreed to. 
Debate adjourned to Tuesday next accordingly. 


Ardrossan Gas and Water Order Confirmation Bill ; North British and 
Mercantile Insurance Company’s Provisional Order Bill.—Read 34 
(according to Order), and passed ___... “on _ im ae ... 1343 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Barnes, Etc.) Bill 
[H.L. |.—House in Committee (according to Order) ; Amendments proposed 
by the Chairman of Committees’ Committee made ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be receiv ved on Thursday next 1343 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders = 2) Bill.—Read 
3% (according to Order), and passed es 2% : 1343 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.}; Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.,].—Amendments reported wages to 
Order), and Bills to be read 3¢ on Thursday next . Lis ... 1343 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[H,L.].—Read 3¢ ee to nee and passed, and sent to the 
Commons ae o sa .-» 1343 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [1.1.|; Electric 
Lighting Provisional’ Orders (No. 8) Bill [1.L.]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [H.L.]; Eleetric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 11) Bill [H.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill td .|; Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [#.1.].— 
Amendments reported (according to aise and Bills to be read 3 on 
Thursday next ee + 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—Read 3” (according 
to Order), with the Amendments, bo passed, and vat to the 
Commons 


Commons Regulation and Inclosure (Skipwith) Provisional Orders 
Bill ; Metropolitan Common Scheme ee Provisional Order Bill. 
—Read 3¢ (according to Order), and passed ee on 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CoLonies (ANNUAL).—No. 324. Sierra Leone ; Report for 1900 


Raitway AccipENts.—Keturns of accidents and casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several railway companies in the United Kingdom 
during the year ending 31st December, 1900, in pursuance of the Re sula- 
tion of Railways Act (1871), 34th and 35th V ictoria, chap. 78 : together 
with reports of the inspecting officers and sub-inspectors of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade upon certain accidents which were 
inquired into. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie upon the Table 


Exectric Licutinc Acts, 1882 To 1890 (PROCEEDINGS).—Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the applications to and proceedings of the 
Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 to 1890, during 
the past year 


‘TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION Act, 1889.—-Minute sanctioning the subjects to be 
taught under Clause 8 of the Technical Instruction Act, 1889, for the 
county of Cornwall (seventh minute). 


Laid befvi tic House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie upon the 
Table ve ea : : ae 


PETITIONS. 
DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.—Petition 
against alteration of ; of inhabitants of Buxton and district ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table 


DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee (with the proceedings of the Committee) made, and to be 
printed. (No. 137.) ae 





Prevention of Corruption (No. 2) Bill |u.L.| ; Supreme Court of Judicature 
(Appeals) Bill [H.L.]. (No. 139.).—Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with Amendments ; the Report thereof to be received on T hursday 
next ; and Bills to be printed as amended 


Convocations of the Clergy Bill [H.L.].—Reported from the Standing 
Committee with an Amendment ; the Report thereof to be received on 
Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 140.) .. 
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Demise of the Crown Bill; County Councils (Bye-Laws) Bill [4.L.].— 
Reported from the Standing Committee without amendment; and to be 
read 34 on Thursday next... res Ss a 


Justices’ Jurisdiction (London) Bill.—Order of the Day for Second 
Reading read. 


Lud Belper pd ee ov na ae 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2%.—(Lord Belper.) 
Lord Reay... 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Friday next. 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 
Lord Monkswell ise nar re ne 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2—(Lord Monkswell.) 
On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Tuesday next. 
Purchase of Land (Ireland) Bill; Civil List Bill—Read 3% (according to 
Order), and passed ee ‘ise es ie ve sts a 
ARMY ORGANISATION. [First Day’s Depare.] :-— 
The Duke of Bedford 
Moved, to resolve, That, in the opinion of this House, tne terms now 
offered to recruits are not sufficient to fulfil the requirements 
involved in the proposals for the reorganisation of the Military 
Forees.—(Lhe Duke of Bedford.) 
Discussion :— 
Lord Haliburton a ok 
Viscount Frankfort de Montinorency 
The Earl of Dunraven... oe wr eA 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Raglan) 
On the motion of Lord Monkswell, debate adjourned to Friday next, and 
to be taken first. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Eight of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 251TH JUNE, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BiLts [Lorps] STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and referredon the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Central London Railway (No. 2) 
Bill [Lords]; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas Bill [Lords] ; Smethwick 
Corporation Bill [Lords]; Worcester Tramways Bill | Lords].—Ordered, 
That the bills be read a second time on * fa 
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PROVISIONAL ORDERS BiLLs [LORDS] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. :—Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords].—Ordered, That the 
Bill be read a second time To-morrow ae ig sv 


PRIVATE BILLs | Lords |(STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO NOT 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :—Bristol Corporation (Docks 
and Railways, Etc.) Bill [Lords].—Ordered, that the Report be referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders ... sue 


Leatherhead Gas Bill..- Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 
Barry paren d Bill. 
t 


[Nor AMENDED.] (By OrDER.)—Considered ; to be 
read a third time sf ous “a ee dea ss ‘xe ; 
Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and Elec- 

tricity Board Bill. (By Orprr.)—As amended, considered ; a clause 

added ; an Amendment made ; Bill to be read the third time 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [Lords]; Gas and Water Orders 
Confirmation Bill [Lords]; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) 
Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed... ans 


STANDING OrpDERS. —Resolution reported from the Committee, “That, in the 
case of the Elland Gas Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with ; that the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 
Resolution agreed to .. si ii - pas = bo + 


RaiLway Bits (Group 8).—Sir John Kennaway reported'from the Committee 
on Group 8 of Railway Bills, That, for the convenience of Members, the 
Committee had adjourned till Thursday next, at half-past eleven of the 
clock. Report to lie upon the Table xis a ve is me 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (Ne. 1) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill, without Amendment. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to enable the Mayor, 

Aldermen, and Burgesses of the borough of Salford to obtain from 
the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of the City of Manchester a 
further supply of water in bulk for the township of Salford.” Salford 
Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to empower the Corporation of Leeds 
to make additional waterworks ; and for other purposes.” Leeds Cor- 
- poration Water Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to empower the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the County Borough of Stockport to construct 
additional waterworks, and for other purposes” Stockport Corpora- 
tion Water Bill (Lords... sive ws iat bas 
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Salford Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Leeds Corporation Water Bill [Lords] ; 
Stockport Corporation Water Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills . . ‘ 


PETITIONS. 
BurIAL PLACES (EXEMPTION FROM RATES) (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from 
Haddington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table sits i aos ‘ 


EpucATION Biit.—Petitions for alteration, from Weston-super-Mare; and 
Southsea ; to lie upon the Table 


PoLIcE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Haddington, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table : : Set he + 


Pook LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL, - Petition from 
Haddington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘a ses 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL, —Petition from Gravesend, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Chelsea ; Thrupp; Tiverton (two); Shefford ; 
Upper Norwood ; Bradford ; Westbourne Park ; Haggerston ; Pad- 
dington ; Putney; Knaresborough ; Hampstead ; Sheffield ; Forest 
Gate; Hyde; Greenwich (three); Blackheath (two); Thorne; 

3urnley ; : Millwall ; doit and Houghton-le-Spring ; to lie upon 
the Table .. = nee # es a Si 


ScHooL Boarp ELECTORATE (SCOTLAND) Biti.—Petition from Haddington, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table ate wis me a 


Trout Fisuinc ANNUAL CLOSE TIME (SCOTLAND) BiILut.—Petition from 
Haddington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table is sah és 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
R0YAL IrisH ConsTABULARY.—Return ee 13th — to be acme 
[No. 226.] FP 


REGISTRATION OF VOTERS (neta), —Return sadaibliak 24th May] to be 
printed. [No. 227.] .. es ap es vas sia a ‘ 


Raitway Accipents.-—Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents and 
Casualties as reported to the Board of Trade by the several Railway 
Companies in the United Kingdom in the year ended 3lst December, 
1900, together with Reports of the Inspecting Officers of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade upon certain accidents which were 
inquired into [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


CoLoNIAL REPorTS (ANNUAL),—Copy presented, of Report, No. 324 (Sierra 
Leone, Annual Report for 1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 


CiviL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1901-2).—Estimate presented, 
of the additional amount required in the year ending 31st March, 1902, 
to defray the Expenses of the Commissioners of National Education in 
ireland in respect of Manual and Practical Instruction in National Schools 
LN Command]; referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. 
No. 228. ] 3 ies ce Sa so oes js 2a . 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICA—NATAL FarM OWNERS.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamp- 
tonshire, E.); Answer, the Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) mt ia aes ee 
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Cape COLONY—FINANCIAL PROVISION IN LIEU OF TAXATION UNDER PARLIA- 
MENTARY SANCTION.—Questions, Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and 
Kinross) and Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain ... ie i — ae ae sie ins ... 139] 


Boers In CapE CoLony.—Question, Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs); 
Answer, the Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 139] 


WATER KLOOF AND COoLESBURG ACTIONS. —_—— Mr. ene -George ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick a he are ee .». 1392 


Cost oF THE WAR.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; 
Answers, The Chancellor of the 120i ee - M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, 
W.) and Mr. Brodrick ve ‘ ie .. 1392 


TYPHOID FEVER AMONGST THE TROOPS.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derby- 
shire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... sp nee ~ ..- 1393 
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Be_Fast Rates.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, The Attorney General for 
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GIBRALTAR WorksS—ComMITTEE’S REPORT.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis), Sir Fortescue Flannery, Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.), 
and Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee); Answers, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) Bs . 1419 


COMMISSION ON 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Roya. 


Ir1isH UNIVERSITY EpUCATION.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti ; ati re — < 


. 142] 


BusINESS OF THE Hovuse.-—Questions, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) and 
Sir Charles Dilke ainsi Forest of iain Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.. ; 


SELECTION asin COMMITTEES) :— 

Mr. Wodehouse reported from the Committee, That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure the following Fifteen Members in respect of the Youthful 
Offenders Bill:—Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Boland, Mr. Bond, Mr. 
Caldwell, Mr. Jesse Collings, Mr. Flower, Mr. Gray, Sir Brampton 
Gurdon, Sir William Harcourt, Mr. William Johnston, Mr. Lough, 
Mr. Mooney, Mr. Nicol, Mr. Orr-Ewing, and Mr. Yoxall. 


. 1421 


Mr. Wodehouse further reported from the Committee of Selection, That 
they had discharged the following Member from the Standing 
Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, 
and Manufactures: Mr. Crombie ; and had appointed in substitution, 
Sir Joseph Leese. Ma as me ‘is it isi ... 1422 
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Marriages Legalisation Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 995.) .. 


to be read a 
. 1422 





June 25.) 


RAILWAY 
make 
Disp 
Laws 
and § 

Railway 
make 
Dispt 
upon 


CANAL TI 
order 
Charl 
Mr. \ 


Canal Tr: 
] yresel 
next, 


WAYS an 


Motio 


for 
sum 


Uni 
XV 


Questi 
The Ce 


Resolut 


Finance B 


[ 


Clause 
M 


Amend 


throu 
VOL, XC 








— 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. exxix 


June 25.) 

Railway (LABour Disputes) CONCILIATION AND ARBITRATION.—Bill to 
make better provision for Conciliation and Arbitration in Railway Labour 
Disputes, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bell, Mr. Tomkinson, Mr. 
Lawson Walton, Mr. Channing, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. Goddard, Mr. Colville, 
and Sir Fortescue Flannery. 


Railway (Labour Disputes) Conciliation and Arbitration Bill.—‘‘To 
make better provision for Conciliation and Arbitration in Railway Labour 
Disputes,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 226]... 


(anaAL Trarric.—Bill to provide for the better regulation of Canal Tratffic, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Holland, Mr. Emmott, Mr. Field, Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse, Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Joseph Walton, 
Mr. Whitley, and Mr. Wolff. 


Canal Traffic Bill.—“ To provide for the better regulation of Canal Traffic,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 227].. . 


WAYS anp MEANS.—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committed.) 
{Mr. J. W. LowTuer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“ That towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, the 
sum of £35,443,233 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom.” 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EL.) ... 

The Chancellor of the Eachequer (Sir M. ‘Hicks Beach, Bris tol, W. ) 
Mr. Lloyd George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... os 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ‘i 

Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) . 

Mr. Courtenuy Warner seeding Lichyield) .. 

Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) 

Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire)... er Ee me 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 330 ; Noes, 66. (Division List No. 275.) 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


Finance Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 3 :— 
Mr. Sanuel Evans (Glamor ganshire, Mid) 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 29, after the word ‘on,’ the words ‘large or 
through and through.’ ”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 
VOL, XCV. [FourtH SErIEs. | 
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Question proposed— 
‘That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach de ed hiv 
Mr. McLaren (Leicestershire, Bosworth) ... 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District)... 
Mr. Abel Thomas (Carmarthenshire, E.)... 
Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Barnard Castile) 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) 

Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.W.) 


Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. D. A. Thomas 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 29, after the word ‘on,’ to insert the words 
‘smokeless steam and Durham gas.’”—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Wor- 

cestershire, E. ion — ; ee ae ae 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) 
Mr. Robson (South Shields) ies 
Sir M. Hicks Beach i. 


Question put, and negatived— 
Mr. D. A. Thomas 


Amendment preposed—- 


“In page 2, line 29, after the word ‘on,’ to insert the words ‘the 
fixed carbon as indicated by analysis in.’”—(Mr, D. A. Thonus.) 


Question, “ That those words be there inserted,” put and negatived. 
Mr. Law (Glasgow, Blackfriars) ... 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 30, to leave out the words ‘aduty of one shilling 
per ton,’ and insert the words ‘an ad valorem duty of seven and a half 
per cent. on the price “free on board,” but not exceeding one shilling 
per ton.’ ”—(Mr. Law.) 


Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Amendment negatived— 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 21, to insert the words, ‘That a rebate of duty 
should be allowed on any coal the value of which, free on board, is 
proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioners of Customs not to 
exceed 6s. per ton, and on any fuel manufactured from coal ingredients 
which are so proved not to be of a higher value.”—(The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 
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Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.).. .. 1462 


Amendment ee 
“In page 2, line 31, after the words last inserted to insert the 
words ‘one-fourth of the said duty shall be paid by the landlord or 
royalty owner, being the person for the time being in receipt of any 
royalty or rent in respect of the coal on which the duty is charged,’ ”— 
(Mr. M*Kenna. ) 


Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted. ’ 


Sir M. Hicks Beach -. 1466 
Se Edward Grey .. 1467 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) . 1468 
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Question put. 
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Amendment proposed— 
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Amendment proposed— 
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Question proposed— 
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Sir Joseph Pease ... <a _— us ay ee se ... 1499 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr, David MaclIver (Liverpool, Kirkdale)... ee se Bae ... 1499 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 3, line 2, at end of clause, to add, as a new sub-clause, 
the words, ‘Nothing i in this section shall ‘apply to coal exported from 
Great Britain or Ireland to the Channel Islands or the Isle of Man.” —- 
(Mr. David Maclier. ) 
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Question put. 
The Committte divided :-—Ayes, 116 ; Noes, 233. (Division List No. 278.) 


Question proposed— 
“That Clause 3, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


Motion made and Question. 


“That the Chairman do report Progress; and ask leave to sit 
again ”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Put, and agreed to. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Thursday. 


Factory AND WorksHOPS ACTS AMENDMENT [EXPENSES],—Considered in 

Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

(Question again proposed— 

“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to 
be provided by Parliament, of any Expense incurred by the Secretary 
of State in any inquiry under the provisions of any Act of the present 
session to amend the Factory and Workshop Acts.”—(Mr. Secretary 
Ritchie.) 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of any expenses incurred by the 
Secretary of State in any inquiry under the provisions of any Act of 
the present session to amend the Factory and Workshop Acts. 

Resolution to be reported this day 

NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF ADJACENT LAND) [EXPENSES].—Con- 
sidered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of all Expenses incurred by the Com- 
missioners of Works under any Act of the present session for the 
acquisition of certain land, near the National Gallery in London, and 
for other purposes connected therewith.”—(Mr. Akers Douglas.) 


It being after Midnight, and objection being taken to further proceeding, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow 
oO 





Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill.—Copy ordered, “ of Memoran- 
dum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill.”—(JMr. 
Gerald Balfour.) te 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill.—Copy Ordered, “of Memorandum stating 
the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Gas Orders Confirmation Bill.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) — ... sl 
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Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill.—Copy Ordered, “of Memoran- 
dum stating the nature of the Proposals comtained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Water Orders Confirmation _ hes Bill.’ ines 
(rerald Balfour.) a : .-» 1508 


Water Orders Confirmation No. 2) Bill. Copy seialiis “of Memoran- 
dum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill.”—(M/r. 
Gerald Balfour ) ae sie ek es se ree oe ese DOGS 


KiINnG’s SCHOLARSHIP EXAMINATION.—Return ordered, “of Statistics of the 
King’s Scholarship Examination, Christmas, 1900, in — of sites 
Teachers from Rural Schools.”—( Mr, Le wellyn.) ... - ; . 1508 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 26TH JUNE, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Cardiff Corporation Bill —Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 1509 
Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [Lords] ; Prestatyn Water Bill [Lords] ; Shipley 


Improvement Bill.—- As amended, considered ; to be read a third time ... 1509 
Gas Orders Confirmation Bill {Lords],—Read a second time and committed 1509 


Elland Gas Bill [Lords].—Report [25th June] from the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders read. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time.—(M/r. Caldwell)... ... 1509 
PETITIONS. 
EpvucaTion BiLi.—Petition from Tynemouth, against ; to lie upon the Table ; 
Petition from Norwich, for alteration ; to ‘lie upon the Table _... ... 1509 


EpvcaTion (CONTINUATION ScHoots) Brii.—Petition from cpa 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ee ai ” v5 A ‘es "1509 


Facrory AND WorKsHOPS ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition of the ee 
Institute, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. os ve die ... 1509 


FAcTORY AND WorRKSHOP BILL.—Petition of the lilies Institute, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ae sui om ai hs ~ ... 1509 


HovsinG OF WorkING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BrLL.—Petition of 
the Sanitary Institute, in favour; to lie upon the Table ... es ... 1509 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BiL_u.—Petitions in favour, 
from Kempston ; Wigan ; and Tynemouth ; to lie upon the Table .-» 1510 


SaLe OF INTOXICATING Liquors To CHILDREN BILL :—Petitions against, 
from Northampton ; Sutton-in-Ashfield ; Hyde ; and Pontefract ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Clapham Junction ; Morley ; Altrincham (three) ; 
Dudley (six); Parkstone ; Lansdowne ; Greenhill ; Camden Town; 
Trevadlock ; Pelynt ; Bristol (three) ; Bedminster ; Horfield ; Ware- 
ham ; Sheffield ; Deptford ; St. Albans ; Newcastie-upon-Tyne ; New 
Annesley (two); Hucknall Huthwaite; Mansfield Woodhouse ; East 
Kirby (five); Kirkby-in-Ashfield (two); Sutton-in-Ashfield (seven) ; 
W noms Pleasley Hill; Kirkby Woodhouse; Stanton Hill; East 
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Field Side; Ford (two) ; Halifax; Portsmouth (two) ;. Southport ; 
Shillington ; Brighton; Bermondsey ; Forest Hill ; Selly Oak ; Wal- 
worth (two); Fulham ; Newport (Isle of Wight); East Finsbury ; 
Hornsey ; Kentish Town ; Cwm Bonynaen; Northwich; Luton ; 
Ironville ; Titley ; and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition 
frem Largs, in favour ; to lie upon the Table sits 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PrisoNS (ENGLAND AND WALES) (VISITING ComMMitreEs).—Copy presented, 
of Draft Rule proposed to be made by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department under the Prisons Acts, 1877 and 1898, with respect 
to the constitution of the Visiting Committee of Baeeted Prison [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table . + sabe = seg i ; ‘ss 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND isin (APPROPRIATION OF BoRSTAL PRISON TO 
SELECTED CRIMINAL PRISONERS).—Copy presented, of Draft Rule pro- 
posed to be. made in pursuance of Section 25 of the Prisons Act, 1877, 
Appropriating Borstal'!Prison to Selected Male Criminal Prisoners (by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table ... ; roe ‘ar : sid 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALES)—RULES FOR PRISONERS BETWEEN AGES OF 
16 AND 21 YEARS.—Copy presented, of Draft of Special Rules proposed 
to be made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department under 
the Prisons Act, 1898, with regard to Prisoners between the ages of 16 
and 21 years [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


GAs AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL.—Keturn presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 25th June; Mr. Gerald neds to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 230. ] ‘ ee? sx ae 


Gas ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL.—Return ronan relative thereto 
[ordered 25th June ; [Mr. Gerald saenea i to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 231, ] i os ‘i Lh oye 


WateER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No 1.) BiLt.—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 25th June ; Jr. Grud ee to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 232.] ss woe BUH oe, ee é 


Water ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No 2.) BiL_.—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 25th June ; Mr. Gerald iis to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 233.] ; sd we is si 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
19th June, 1901, granting to Mr. A. C. G. Cameron, Geologist, Geological 
Survey, Board of — a Retired Allowance under the Act [by Act] 
to lie upon the Table . a ‘ 


Ways aND MEANS.—Copy peti “of statement : ail the Grants 
in Committee of Supply upon which the Resolution of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of 25th June, 1901, was based,”—(Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain.) 


Copy —_ satiated to lie - the suai and to be Scag 
[No, 229.] “ ove 





Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Order for Committee 
read. 


Mr, Crombie (Kincardineshire) aie “ os i fal 
Mr. Tritton (Lambeth, Norwood) 
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Moved, “ That the Order for Committee be dischar ‘ged, and that the Bill be 
committed to the Standing Committee on Law.”—(Mr. Crombie.) 


Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) . ; . 1513 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) “ 1515 
The Under Secretary of State for the Home — (Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Birmingham, ner % i ’ -s EG 
Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) .. om - ib “ .. 1518 
Sir W. Hart-Dyke (Kent, Dartford). - ‘is = ro .. 1519 
Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesea) . iS “ de i we .. 1519 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) .. - - wa “e 3 -. 1520 
Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, S.) .. ss siz Ss bet ar .. 1520 
Sir Harry Bullard (Norwich) .. vi - - - fi .. 1520 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Beer Bill.—Order for Committee read. 
Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) .. a Es re te Si ws $52) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“ That the Order for Committee be discharged, and that the Bill he 
committed to the Standing Committee on Law, ete.”—(Mr. Purvis.) 


Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) . 1522 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) .. _ 1523 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) 1524 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the words ‘ the Standing Committee on Law, etc., ’ 
and insert the words ‘a Select Committee.’ ”—(Mr. Flower.) 
Question proposed— 
“ That the words ‘the Standing Committee on Law, etc.,’ stand 
part of the Question.” 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) 526 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) re 528 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) 529 


we 


Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 

Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh,S.) .. 

Mr. Groves (Salford, S.).. 

Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) . 

Mr. Banbury (Camberwell. Peckham) 

Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham). . 
Mr. Wallace (Perth) .. ae 

Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S. W. Bene 

Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) 

Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) . 

Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, New port) 
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Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 190; Noes, 175. (Division List No. 279.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to, 

Order for Committee discharged, 


Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Law, ete, 
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WAYS anp MEANS [25rH June] REPORT,—Resolution reported— 

“That towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, the sum 
of £35,443,233 be granted out of the Conzolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom.” 

Resolution read a second time. 

Motion made, and Question put— 

“That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution,” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 302; Noes, 59, (Division List No, 280.) 

Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... ... 1545 

Factory AND WorkKsHOp Acts AMENDMENT (EXPENSES)—REPOoRT.— 

Resolution reported— 

“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament, of any expense incurred by the Secretary of 
State in any inquiry under the provisions of any Act of the present 
session to amend the Factory and Workshops Acts,” 

Resolution agreed to. 1549 

Cremation Bill [Lords]|,—Order read, for further proceeding on considera- 
tion, as amended by the Standing Committee :— 

The Clause (Definitions) (Scotland)— 

In the application of this Act to Scotland— 

The expression “burial authority ” shall mean the parish council 
or town council of any parish or burgh as defined in Sections 
2 and 3 of the Burial Grounds (Scotland) Act, 1855, or any 
Act amending the same, 

The expression ‘the Local Government Board ” shall mean the 
Local Government Board (Scotland) ; 

The expression “Secretary of State” shall mean the Secretary 
of State for Scotland.—(J/r. Henshaw.) 

Read a second time on 19th June, 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) .. . 1549 

Amendment proposed to the proposed clause-— . 

“To leave out the words ‘ the parish council or.’ ”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 

Question proposed— 

“That the words ‘the parish council or’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.)  .. ov = < .. 1551 
The Solicitor General ea Scotland (Mr. r. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) ; : ue a : .. 1552 
Earl Percy.. ” = ve 5 <a me +4 ‘“ .. 1552 
Mr. Jordan - ad re od ra os .. 1553 
Mr. T. W. Russell (T yrone, 8. ) . 1554 

Question put— 

The House divided :—Ayes, 249 ; Noes, 104. (Division List No. 281.) 

. 1557 


Earl Percy.. wi ms bt 
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Amendment proposed— 
“ After the word “ burgh,” to insert the words ‘of more than ten 
thousand inhabitants.’ ”—(Karl Percy.) 
Question put— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


Lord Hugh Cecil . ; - is - .. 1557 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby). és i ie .. 1558 
Mr. Griffith-Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) . a . 1559 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 88 ; Noes, 268. (Division List No. 282.) 
Mr. Scott Dickson bie - a = si gi - .. 1563 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘defined in sections two and three of,’ 
and insert the words ‘the case may be vested with the powers and 
duties conferred by.’ ”—(Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland.) 


Question, “ That the words ‘defined in Sections 2 and 3 of’ stand part of 
the clause ” ; put, and negatived. 


4juestion put, “ That the words ‘the case may be vested with the powers 
and duties conferred by’ be there inserted.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 309 ; Noes, 51. (Division List No. 283.) 
‘Clause, as amended, added. 
Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, W.) s% $ ak ve és .- 1567 


New Clause (Site of Crematorium) brought up, and read the first time.— 
(Mr. Lees Knowles.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


The Solicitor General (Sir Edward Carson, Dublin University) .. 1568 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 293 ; Noes, 57. (Division List No. 284.) 
Clause added. 

Mr. Lees Knowles +s = ihe, Dis os be st .. 1571 


Another clause (Donations of Land, &e.)—(Mr. Levs Knowles) brought 
up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question put— 
‘‘That the clause be read a second time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 299; Noes, 51. (Division List No. 285.) 
Clause added. 


Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) .. ~~ sie “a - af »» 1575 


Another clause (Definitions) (Ireland)-—(Vr Macartney)—brought up, and 
read the first time.” 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) .. 7 - ry .. 1576 
Mr. John Redmond oe 4 * Bs kd es -. 1677 
Sir Edward Carson... ks He 2 sv a3 .. 1578 
Mr. Hemphill .. i i - es es bx es .. 1578 
Mr. Morris (Galway) .. an “< a - = ba .. 1578 
Mr. Griffith-Boscawen .. he a . Ss > a .. 1578 
Mr. Banbury .. - es i de o Pet “ .. 1579 
Lord Hugh Cecil .. a “ ~ - ici os x «< Aes 


It being half-past Five of the clock, Mr. Speaker proceeded to interrupt 
the Business. 


Whereupon Sir Walter Foster rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put”; but Mr. Speaker withheld his 
assent, because he was of opinion that the House was prepared to 
come to an immediate decision without that motion. 


(Juestion put. - 
The House divided :-—-Ayes, 113; Noes, 251. (Division List No. 286.) 
Further consideration deferred till Wednesday next. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF ADJACENT LAND) [EXPENSES].— Con- 
sidered in Committee :— 


(In the Committee. ) 
Motion made, and Question proposed—— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of all Expenses incurred by the Com- 
missioners of Works under any Act of the present session for the 
acquisition of certain land, near the National Gallery in London, and 
for other purposes connected therewith.” —(Mr. Akers Douglas.) 


Whereupon Motion made, and (Question, “That the Chairman do report 
’ . . ” . yy ’ 
progress ; and ask leave to sit again.”—-(Sir Thomus Esmonde.) 


Put, and agreed to. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again to-morrow il us .» 1585 


Members of Parliament (Resignation of Seats) Bill.—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn _... oe es ... 1583 


Meat ential iemieanads Bill.—Read a second time, and committed for to 
morrow. ‘ ae ee we ae a . 1d84 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS |EXPENSES],—Committee to consider of authorising the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of contributions 
towards the cost of maintaining in custody children or young persons 
under any Act of the present session to amend the law relating to 
Youthful Offenders (King’s recommendation signified), to-morrow. Sir | Ur. 
Secretary Ritchie.) see ae Re ur sis wi avs ... 1584 


Consolidated Fund (No 2) Bill.—‘ To apply a sum out of the Consolidated 
Fund to the service of the year ending on the thirty-first day of March, 
ene thousand nine hundred and two,’ ” presented, and read the first time ; 


to be read a second time to-morrow.. 1584 
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Housk oF CoMMONS ACCOMMODATION,—Keport, with Minutes of Evidence 
and Special Report, brought up, and read. 


Keports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 234.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—Reported with an 
amended title [Provisional Order relating to Aylesbury (Rural) not con- 
firmed ; remaining Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow 


Biggleswade Water Board Bill; Faversham Water bill | Lords] ; Sheffield 
Corporation Bill.—Reported with Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed 

PrivaTE Bitts (Group O).—Sir James Kitson reported from the Committee 
on Group O of Private Bills, That at the meeting of the Committee this 
day a communication was received from Mr. Burke, one of the Members 
of the said Committee, stating that he was unable, on account of ill-health, 
to attend the Committee this day. Report to lie upon the Table 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Six of the clock 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITIOVON) 


IN THE 
SECOND SESSION or tHe TIVENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT or THE 
Unitrep Kinepom or GREAT BRITAIN axn IRELAND, 1X THE 


First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY 


SEVENTH 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday Lith June, 1901. 


EARL OF GOSFORD. 
VISCOUNT BARRINGTON. 

Petitions of Archibald Brabazon Spar- 
row Acheson, Earl of Gosford, and of 
Walter Bulkeley, Viscount Barrington, 
both in the Peerage of Ireland, claiming 
aright to vote at the elections of Repre- 
sentative Peers for Ireland; read, and 
referred to the Lord Chancellor to con- 
sider and report thereupon to the House. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Howard de Walden sat first 
in Parliament after the death of his 
father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


KING 
VOLUME 


from the 


EDWARD VIL. 


OF SESSION. 


Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 


Newry Port and Harbour Trust. 
Mansfield Corporation. 
Bingley Urban District Council. 
British Gas Light Company. 
Burton-upon-Trent Corporation. 
Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Elec- 
tric Power. 
Dublin (Equalisation of Rates). 
trish Presbyterian Church. 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Dearne Valley Junction Railways). 
Metropolitan Water Companies 
(Amendment of Acts). 
Pembroke Urban District 
(County of Dublin). 
Swanage Gas and Water. 
Tottenham and Hampstead Junction 
Railway. 


Council 


Also the certificates that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with :— 

London County Council (Money). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 3). 


And also the Certificates that the 


had laid upon the Table the Certificates further Standing Orders applicable to 


VOL. XCY. {FourTH SERIES. ] 


A 





3 Private Bill 


the following Bills have not heen com- 
plied with :— 

City and North-Eastern Suburban 
Electrie Railway [H.L.|—(Petition 
tor additional Provision). 

North British Railway. 

Biggleswade Water. 

Belfast and Northern Counties Rail- 
way. 

Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way (New Ross and Waterford 
Extension). 

Winsford Urban District (Gas Trans- 
fer, &e.). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


CITY AND NORTH-EASTERN SUBURBAN 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY BILL [u..].— 
(PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PRO- 
VISION). 

NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 
BIGGLESWADE WATER BILL. 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. 

DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER- 
FORD EXTENSION) BILL. 

WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT 

TRANSFER, ETC.) BILL. 
Examiner's Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 

Monday next. 


(GAS 


WEST SURREY WATER BILL. 


Read 24, and committed. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 
fead 2%, and committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
otf Selection. 
KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. 


Pead 2¢. and committed. 


LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN 

TRICT COUNCIL WATER BILL. 

Read 2% and committed: The Com- 

mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
ot Selection. 


DIS- 


RICHMOND GAS BILL. 

STROUD GAS BILL. 
NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 2¢, and committed. 


{LORDS} 


Business. 4 
BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [11.1.4 
WISBECH WATER BILL [u.1.]. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION CEMETERY 
BILL [u.1.]. 


HARPENDEN DISTRICT GAS BILL [1.1.}. 


BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
BILL [u.1.}. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC. 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILE [1.1.]. 


DOVER CORPORATION BILL [1.1.}. 


HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 
BOARD BILL [ut.]. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN 

DISTRICT GAS BILL. 

BURY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 3% with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


URBAN 


ALFRETON GAS BILL [m.1. }. 
OMAGH GAS BILL [u.1.]. 


Commons, Amendments considered, 


and agreed to. 


GLASGOW CORPORATION — (POLICE) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER  CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [u.1.]. (No. 104.) 

AYR COUNTY BUILDINGS  PROVI. 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL 
{ut}. (No. 103) 


To be printed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No 3) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

A Bill to confirm certain 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the General Pier and Harbour 
Act, 1861, relating to Bexhill, Burghead, 
Carradale, Elgin and Lossiemouth and 
Urr Navigation. Was presented by the 
farl of Dudley : Then it was moved that 
the Sessional Order of the 21st March 
last, “ That no Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bill originating in this House 
shall be read a first time after Thursday, 
the 9th day of May next,” be dispensed 
with in respect of the said Bill ; and that 

,the Bill be now read 1¢; agreed to; 


Provisional 


| Bill read 1¢ accordingly : To be printed, 


' and referred to the Examiners. (No. 102.) 
| 
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5 Petitions. 
METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(HAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

Read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [n-1.}. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

: ~ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [.1.] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [1.1.]. 
HLECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [u.1.]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [x1]. 
[TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [n.1.]. 
TRAMWAYS “ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [n.1.]. 

WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [u.1.]. 


Read 2@ (according to Order). 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
.a,fORDERS (No. 6) BILL [i1.}. 


House in 


Committee negatived: The Report ot 
Amendments to be received on Thursday 
next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL [an }. 


[louse in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
ind Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
[ H.L. }. 


BILL 


House in 


{11 JuNE 1901} 


PROVISIONAL | 


Committee (according to 
Order): Amendments made: Standing | 


Petitions. 6 


| ALDEBURGH CORPORATION (WATER) 


BILL. 

BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
BURY CORPORATION BILL, 
GOLBORNE GAS BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAMWAYS 
AND STREET WIDENINGS) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; 

17; and referred to the Examiners. 


read 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 


SHIREOAKS. LAUGHTON, AND MALTBY 
RAILWAY BILL. 
CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
| Brought from the Commons ; 
1@: and referred to the Examiners. 


| WEST 


read 


REPORTS, 





RETURN, ETC, 


| 

| eae 

| ROYAL OBSERVATORY, EDINBURGH. 
| Eleventh Annual Report of the 
| Astronomer Royal for Scotland. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 

| No. 2623. Russia (Batoum) ; 

No. 2624. France (Corsica) ; 

| No, 2625. France (Pondicherry and 
Karikal). 

EDUCATION. 

1. Directory, with regulations — for 
establishing, conducting, and inspecting 
| schools and classes in connection with 

the Board of Education, South Kensing- 
ton (from Ist August, 1901, to 3ist July, 
| 1902). 


BOARD OF 


| 2. Directory, Part II., comprising 
syllabuses and lists of apparatus, ete., for 


i use in schools and classes in connection 
| with 
Committee (according ‘to | Kensington 


South 
1901, 


Edueation, 
August, 


Board of 
(from Ist 


the 


Order): Amendments made: Standing | to 31st July, 1902). 


Committee negatived: The Report <of | 
Amendments to be received on Thursday | 
nent. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [u.1.]}. 

House in Committee (according jto | 
Order) ; Bill reported without amend- | 
ment: Standing Committee negatived}; 
ind Bill to be read 3¢,0n Thursday_next. 





Presented (by command), and ordered 


to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
CHARITY COMMISSION (SCHEMES). 
Petition for power of appeal against 
the dismissal of head teachers and assist- 


A2 





7 (Queen Anne's 
ants in schools ; of Thomas Allen, M.A. ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [u.t.]. 

Petition against ; of certain licence 
holders of Leicester : read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


HABITUAL DRUNKARDS BILL [u.t.]. 
LICENSING BILL [1.1]. 
Petition in favour of ; of the Rochdale 
Temperance Society ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Tabie. 


TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 
Amendment of 
of Paddington 


ordered to lie 


Petition against the 
Standing Order No. 22: 
Corporation ; read, and 
on the Table. 


>U BLIC ACCOUNTS. 

Leave viven to the Viscount Esher to 
attend the Select Committee of the House 
of Commons, pursuant to the message of 
vesterday, if he think fit, and, his Lord- 
consenting thereto, a 
ordered to be sent to the Commons to 
acquaint them therewith. 


— 


slup message 


HABITUAL DRUNKARDS BILL [1 1.]}. 


(No. 105). 
NOW 
DRUNKARDS BILL [u.1.]. 
LICENSING BILL [#1] (No. 106). 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with further Amendments: The 
Report of the Amendments made in 


Committee of the Whole House and by 
the Standing Committee to be received 
on Friday next; and Bills to be printed 
as amended. 


BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL [x1 ]. 


House in Committee (according to 


Order). 

Clause 1 agreed to. 

Clause 2 :— 

Tue Lorp ArcHBIsHOop OF CAN- 
TERBURY said this clause provided 


that, from the date of the foundation | 
of the Bishopric of Southwark, the exist- 


{LORDS} 
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of Southwark, and that as soon after 
that date as practicable the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners should, out of the surplus 
in their hands arising from the sale of 
Addington, after providing for an archi- 
episcopal residence at Canterbury, apply 
a sum of £15,000 to the provision of a 
suitable residence for the Bishop of 
Rochester. The object of the Amend- 
ment was simply to complete the pro- 
posal contained in the clause. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 2, page 2, line 11, after ‘provi- 
sion’ to insert ‘and, so far as not required for 
the provision, towards the maintenance.”— 
(The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 


THe Lorp ArcuBisHoe “or CAN- 
TERBURY said that the parishes of 
Bromley, Chislehurst, and Dartford were 
already in the diocese of Rochester, and 
that if the Bishop of Worcester consented 
to the transference to the Bishop of 
Rochester of the patronage ot these 
benefices it would be a very great addi- 
tion to the power of the latter to work 
his diocese. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 3, page 2, line 33, after ‘ Act’ 
to insert ‘and on such a re-arrangement being 
made the scheme effecting the re-arrangement 
may, if the Bishop of Worcester assents thereto, 
contain provisions for transferring from the 
Bishop of Worcester to the Bishop of Rochester 
the patronage of the benefices of Bromley, 
Chislehurst, and Dartford, mentioned in that 
schedule.”—(The Lord Archbishop of Canter- 
bury.) 


Amendment agreed to. 

Other Amendments agreed to. 
Schedules amended and agreed to. 
Standing Committee negatived. 


The Report of Amendments to be 
received on Thursday next ; and Bill to 
be printed as amended. (No. 107.) 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 
THe PRIME MINISTER ann LORD 


ing residence of the Bishop of Rochester PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Satis- 
should become the residence of the Bishop BURY): My Lords, I rise to move the 
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motion standing in my name. 
cussed this matter last year7, and it is not 
necessary to raise the question again. 


I do not think that any good would | 


be attained by proving that the constitu- 
tion of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board 
is complicated and antiquated, for I do 
not imagine that anybody would main- 
tain the other side. 


Moved to resolve— 


“That it is expedient that a Select 
Committee be appointed to join with a Com- 
mittee of the Commons to consider the consti- 
tution of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, and to 
report whether economy and efficiency of 
administration would be promoted by any 
change in its constitution or by its amalgama- 
tion with any other body.”—(The Marquess of 
Salisbury.) 





On Question, agreed to, and a message 
ordered to be sent to the Commons to 
acquaint them therewith. 


DEMISE OF THE CROWN BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; Read 
i*; and to be printed. (No. 108.) 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Five of the clock, to 
Thursday next, half-past Ten of 
the clock. 


{11 JuNE 1901} 
We dis- | 


Gas Bill. 10 


capital, and the Committee had varied 
one of the Standing Orders of the House 
with regard to the conditions under which 
the capital was to be raised. The Stand- 
ing Order was perfectly clear and 
definite with regard to what should be 
done by every gas company and every 
water company when it wanted addi- 
tional capital. It said that in every Bill 
to authorise the raising of additional 
capital provision should be made for the 
offering of such capital by public auction 
or tender at the best price at which it 
could be bought, and if the Committee 
recommended any variation from that 
condition it was bound to state its reasons. 
That Standing Order imposed upon the 
House fundamental principles with re- 
gard to gas and water legislation. It 
provided that whenever any additional 
capital was issued it should not be offered 
to any favoured class of stockholders or 
consumers, but should be offered to the 
public, and should be sold to the highest 
bidder. That was known as the Auction 
Clause, and it was embodied in every Act 
dealing with this matter. Before the 
Auction Clause was introduced scandals 
arose with regard to the allotment of 
capital in these companies. The share- 
holders had had a right, whatever capital 


was required, to claim that it should be 


—_—- 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 11th June, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 
(By Orper.) 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
was sorry to intervene at this stage, 
but he thought a very important prin- 
ciple was involved in the point he was 
about to raise, and felt bound to call the 
attention of the House to it. This Bill 
contained a proposal by the South Metro- 
politan Gas Company to raise additional | 





+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. lxxxv., 
p. 592. 


, was decided upon. 


allotted to them at par price; and this 
scandal had been found so serious that 
the House of Commons in 1876 adopted 
the Standing Order which was embodied 
in the Auction Clause. The Standing 


‘Order constituted no hardship to the 


companies, because it gave them the 


‘very thing which a company wanted ; 


it gave them their capital at the lowest 
prices at which it could be obtained ; 
but this Committee had been induced 
by the company to allow its stock to be 
offered to the employees of the company, 
or consumers of the company’s gas, at 
£5 below the market price. That was a 
very extraordinary clause, and, if the 
House would look into it, it would be seen 
that it was not even provided that all the 
consumers, or all the employees, should 
have an opportunity of taking the stock. 
£5 wasacompromise. The first proposal 
had been that it should be offered at 
£7 10s., and it was only on the induce- 
ment of a friend of his, who was a member 
of the Committee, that the figure of £5 
This was a very 
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serious matter, because if £5 was to be 
adopted in this Bill why should not £10 
be inserted in any other Bill? It con- 
stituted a most serious iniringement of 
the principle laid down with regard to 
this legislation during the last twenty- 
five years. The Committee were sup- 
posed to give reasons for aking a change 
in the Standing Order. What were 
their reasons in the present case? The 
Committee said that evidence was laid 
before them that the proposed variation 
would be such as to carry out very 
effectually the object of the Auction 
Clause ; namely, to obtain for all capital 
issued by the company the highest pos- 
sible price. But that. he submitted, 
was not a good reason tor a variation of 
the Standing Orders of the House. The 
Report said that the object of the Stand- 
ing Order was to secure that capital 
should be allotted at the highest price 
obtainable at the time. The idea was to 
prevent any  hole-and-corner work—to 
prevent any tavoured class from securing 
the stock which a public company under 
Act of Parliament had to offer. They 
ought to look at the effect which this 
proposal would have upon the public. 
This was a very large company. which 
had a big capital held by the public, and 
he believed the Committee were induced 
to allow the capital to be offered in this 
manner by the idea that the company 
was to be converted into a sort of co- 
operative undertaking. But, as a matter 
of fact, this was not a co-operative under- 
taking, although there were 
some two hundred thousand consumers 
of the gas, the stock-holders only num- 
bered about ten thousand. There was 
indeed no intention of converting the 
company into a true co-operative com- 
pany. The effect of the proposal of the 
Committee would be that the large bulk 
of the capital of the company held by the 
public would be depreciated by the fact 
that the allotment of the capital had been 
made at a lower price to a favoured circle. 
He believed the Committee were induced 
to pass the clause by the most able gas- 
manager of the South Metropolitan Com- 
pany, for whose ability he had the highest 
respect. He told the Committee that 
sometimes the auction was not a success. 
As a matter of fact, of course, the market 
There might be | 


because. 


sick.” 


was sometimes * 


war rumours about. and consequently 


Mr. Lough. 
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it was not always possible to get a good 
price for this stock. But he was quite 
willing to meet the company on that 
point. He would agree that they should 
be allowed to dispose of the stock in the 
way they proposed when the auction 
had taken place. The object which the 
Committee had in view might have been 
secured in a better way without the in- 
fringement of the Standing Orders of the 
House, and he therefore begged to move 
the Amendment which stood in his name. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 


West) seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed 


“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 
end of the question, in order to add the words 
‘the Bill be re-committed to the former Com- 
mittee in respect of Clause 5 (Sale of unissued 
stock). and that the Committee have leave to 
sit and proceed forthwith. ”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) said this was one of those matters 
which were extremely awkward, because 
the House could not possibly understand 
it unless they had before them the evi- 
dence which was laid before the Com- 
mittee dealing with the Bill. But he 
hoped to be able to show the House in a 
very few moments that the argument 
of the hon. Member opposite was quite 
illusory. What was really the reason 
for introducing what the hon. Member 
called the Auction Clause? It was found 
in the old days that when the stock of a 
company was at £150, and new stock had 
to be issued, it was issued to the share- 
holders at £100, and the consequence was 
that they had to issue a larger amount of 
stock than was actually necessary in order 
to obtain the money that was required. 
That was a great disadvantage to those 
who were permanent shareholders in 
the company, because it compelled it to 
pay smaller dividends. It was, in fact, an 
advantage to no one except to those few 
people who, having some knowledge ot 
what was being done, would buy up a 
certain amount of stock in order to obtain 
the premium which resulted from the 
allotment. Therefore the Auction Clause 
was very excellent in its way. Its object 
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really was that the stock when issued | issue stock. When they wanted to offer 
should be sold at the highest price obtain- a thing to a person expecting to have it 
able, and he would like it to be borne in | accepted they must not offer it to some- 
mind that, although it was called an body else beforehand. For the reasons 
auction, the practice was to issue ad- which he had given, and which had been 
vertisements for tenders for the stock. well considered by the Committee up- 
It was a very excellent arrangement as stairs, the proposal could not. easily 
long as it secured the end of obtaining the result in injury to any person, but would 
highest possible price, and at a time probably result in advantage to the 
when there were great demands for this public, inasmuch as it gave the company 
class of stock, and when, so to speak, the an alternative method of issuing their 
people were tumbling over one another stock; and therefore he hoped the 
in order to obtain it, it resulted satisfac- House would reject the Amendment. 
torily. But that was not always the 

ease, and he could mention instances *\Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 
where a parson, a widow, — * foolish said the hon. Member for West Islington 
person had paid as much as 5, 6, or 7 per had declared that this most important 
cent. over the market value in order to variation on the Standing Order had 
get this class of stock. The London jeen made for no reason whatever, and 
County Council now issued their stock that the result would be that the stock 
at fixed prices and not by tender, and the would go at a lower price. But what 
only object of the proposal in this Bill interest had the company to take steps 
was to give the alternative to the com- ty Jower the price of their own holding ? 
pany to follow that example. It seemed ‘Phe yery direct contrary was the ease. 
vo have been forgotten that under the Their desire was to get the very best 
Bill, before the company could issue its possible price for their stock, and they 
stock at fixed prices it would have to would take their own time to realise it. 
obtain the sanction of the Board of Thee had Taed cok fie mcenk ex 
lrade. He thought that the £5 which | perience that the best way to get a good 
had been fixed upon in the Bill was a price was to offer a chance of obtain 
rather larger margin than was actually ing the stock to their customers, to 
necessary. An absolute margin was diffi- shareholders, and to the servants of the 
cult to fix, but the issue at 5 per cent. company. The company had already 
helow the market price when they joey doing splendid work in the way of 
wanted to get their money readily was profit-sharing with its employees, with 
not too much, while, on the other hand, the result that they had an interest in 
when the Bank rate was 2 per cent., 5 per | the capital of the company to the extent 
cent. was too much. But that was o¢ ¢1(90.000, derived from their share 
subject to the approval of the Board Ol of the company's profits. That was a 
rade, which would take into considera- feature which was worthy of the attention 
tion all the facts, and before they gave (Ff the House. He did not wonder that 
their consent would have regard to these 


i the Committee had encouraged the com- 
facts. All that the clauses did was to 


: ; pany to share profits with their employees, 
thee the Srey Sen gegen mM for the price of their gas was lower than 
ombeagp< a oe i “09m : that of other companies, and they paid 
way as would give them the larges Se ties Coie wees Le 
rice. The hon. Member said that he S ere, Dee ae ee 
I 2 ena ee : ‘Through the business capacity of the 
would be quite content if the company anager, Mr. Livesey. and their adop- 
. . . « ond . + . 4 . J? 
issued the stock at a fixed price after | tion of the profit-sharing principle on 
instead of before the auction sale, or his recommendation. “The facts had 
hefore tenders were yer ion Les ca amply justified the Committee upstairs 
. y > re rere ¢« Tea ry « e ° . 
posing tenders were advertised for and in making the exception they had done 
nobody tendered. So long as human as to the rules and the issue of stock. 
nature was what it was people would say, | There was no doubt that in issuing 
‘“ . A il a : ‘ oe 5 
Oh, you offered your om - by —- the stock they would depress the value 
tender and nobody would take it. © of the stock as little as possible. They 
do not want it now.” That would be the | all knew that the first effect of the issue 
very worst possible manner in which to. of fresh stock was to depress the value 
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of the rest of the shares, but they might 
safely leave such a company as this, 
under such able management, with such 
privileges as the Bill provided. 


*Sir HENRY FLETCHER (Sussex, 
Lewes) said that as Chairman of the 
Committee which had considered this 
Bill, he might be allowed a few words 
in reply to the hon. Member for West 
Islington. He had had the honour of 
sitting on Committees upstairs for over 
twenty years, and for many years past 
he had been a Chairman of Committees, 
and he was free to admit that the decision 
come to on this question was one which, 
perhaps, had never been adopted before 
in regard to the Standing Orders. But 
still, times varied, and matters varied 
in regard to company legislation in 
many respects. The evidence which was 
put before the Committee as to the very 
able manner in which this company 
has been managed by Mr. Livesey was 
overwhelming. Many hon. Members of 
the House knew how this energetic 
gentleman had done more for gas com- 
panies than any man living. On the 
evidence the Committee were perfectly 
justified in adopting the course they had 
done. The hon. Member for West 
Islington had read a portion of the evi- 
dence given upstairs, but the effect of 
another part of the evidence was that the 
object of the auction sales was to ensure 
the issue of new capital at market price. 
It was put before the Committee in the 
most conclusive manner by Mr. Livesey 
that raising money by tender or through 
auction sales had not been in any way a 
success. In fact, during last winter and 
the winter before the South Metropolitan 
Company had very great difficulty in 
raising money by tender. It was neces- 
sary to fix a reserve price, and if this was 
done, a large proportion of the stock 
yas not sold. The number of buyers 
attending the sales by auction was very 
limited, and it was found that investors 
preferred dealing at a fixed price. That 
had also been theexperience of the Govern- 
ment and the London County Council. 
It was the desire of the South Metropoli- 
tan Company to place a large number of 
their shares in the hands of their con- 
sumers, who numbered 200,000, the 


shareholders, who numbered 9,000, and 
the employees, who numbered 2,000. 


Mr, Taylor. 


{COMMONS} 
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The Committee were well aware that 
this was to a certain extent a novel 
clause which had been inserted in the 
Bill, but taking everything into con- 
sideration they were of opinion that they 
did right in allowing the clause ; and he 
hoped the House would sustain the Com- 
mittee in the decision they had come to, 
reject the Amendment, and read the Bill 
a third time. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he was afraid that 
the speeches of the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee and the hon. Member for Rad- 
cliffe had only convinced him that the 
Bill ought not to pass the Third Reading. 
These hon. Gentlemen placed their 
arguments solely on the ground of the 
particular merits of the chairman of 
the company. He did not deny the 
merits of Mr. Livesey, who had conducted 
the company to the great advantage of 
the shareholders and the consumers. 
He saw no great objection to the issue 
of capital at a fixed price if the public 
were allowed to participate in the issue ; 
because there was no doubt the tender 
system had become very difficult in 
working. He was afraid that if the 
House allowed the proposal in the Bill 
it would be extended to other cases, and 
the object of the Standing Order, which 
was that the best price obtainable should 
be got, would disappear. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrnuer, Cumberland, 
Penrith) said that the question debated 
had resolved itself into the consideration 
of whether the Standing Order had been 
set aside or evaded. He was sure the 
House would insist upon its Standing 
Orders being respected ; and if he. had 
thought that in this case the Standing 
Order referred to had been distinctly 
set aside by the Committee he would 
have taken upon himself the duty ot 
bringing the matter before the attention 
of the House. But that was not his 
opinion on this occasion. The hon. 
Member for West Islington, who intro- 
duced the discussion, cited a recent case, 
but hon. Members would remember that 
in that case he took upon himself the 
duty of bringing before the House the 
fact that he thought that one of the 
Standing Orders had been evaded. What 
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was the Standing Order in point? It] the Committee, divided it on practically 
said—— the matter now before the House. 

“In every Bill by which an existing gas or The Committee went very carefully 
water company is authorised to raise additional | jnto the evidence. and he had not the 
capital, provision shall be made for the offer of | gliohtest doubt that the majority of the 
such capital by public auction or tender at the 2 , - 


best price which can be obtained.” Committee were influenced by the able 


and clever evidence of Mr. Livesey, 
It the Standing Order had stopped the chairman of the South Metropolitan 
there the case of the hon. Member Gas Company. He would venture to 
would have been complete ; but it went point out to the Committee that a Select 
i a Committee had been appointed by the 
“Unless the Committee of the Bill shall House especially to consider this question, 
report that such provision ought not to be) and he believed it unanimously reported 
required, with the reasons on which their . . 3: 1 
opinion is founded.” against the proposal in the Bill. Then 
the question had come on_ previous 
It would be seen that a dispensing eotasiens belore various Commbteek ol 
ee oe eee hy the Standing the House, and cn every such occasion 
Order to the Committee ; and the Com- the Committee had refused to abrogate 
mittee, whether wisely or not he Was auction clauses. He thought also the 
not prepared at present to argue, for he poyse ought to consider the question 
had not heard all the evidence, had on of price. The hon. Member for Peckham, 
this occasion exercised that dispensing) wig was a great authority on financial 
power. They might have been con- questions, said that a £5 discount seemed 
vinced by the admirable way in which 45 be too high, yet the company actually 
i Bate 4 ok a a to| asked for £7 10s. discount, showing 
1e past history of the gas market, or as|,j,, eee iat ani give the 
to the present state of the market. There aegis pro eoitoime< choo 
might be a number of other matters rice, to give them an opportunity of 
which might have induced the Committee ote dail and then selling it at a 
to conceive that, in this instance, it was ).5ft. In his evidence Mr. Livesey 
not necessary to insist upon the Auction Pid iain hn aie io: aeniek of Sh aa 
and Tender Clause. That being so, and the that he had purposely evaded the auction 
Committee having exercised their dis- (jayses, and that the company managed 
cretion after hearing the evidence, he|,, advertise the auction in such a way 
could not ask the House to set aside that as Mr. Livesev verv fairly said. 
their decision. Seeing that the Stand- jghody would be aware that stock was 
ing Order of the House had not being offered. He thought the present 
been violated, he ventured to suggest ya. neither the time nor the occasion 
that the motion of the hon. Mem-' to wo back on previous decisions of 
ber for West Islington be rejected. Committees, and also the Report of the 
and that the Bill be read a third time.’ gelect Committee, and to abrogate the 
With regard to the point which the syetionclause. In his opinion the South 
hon. Member for West Islington made, Metropolitan Gas Company were anxious 
that under the clause as it now stood | 4, form themselves into a great society 
the stock might be offered to certain composed of shareholders who were 
gas consumers and other persons, Mr. | ajso consumers. No doubt such societics 
Livesey yesterday informed him that he might be very desirable and proper, but 
was perfectly prepared to insert the| they should also consider the interests 
word “all,” so that there was NO PoS-| of the working man who was not able 
sibility of the stock being offered to! ty invest money, and who perhaps was 
particular individuals or sets of indi- only a temporary consumer. The House 
viduals. ‘should not make gas dearer for the 
Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.)| poor consumer, even though it made it 
said he would not have intervened were! cheaper for the rich consumer who was 
it not that he thought it right that the! also a shareholder. He therefore very 
House should be made aware that the} strongly supported the motion of his 


Committee was not unanimous in the] hon. friend to recommit the Bill, and he 
matter. He himself, as a member of| thought the House ought to pause 





19 South Al tropolitan 


hefore departing from previous decisions. 


and also from the Report ot the Select 


Committee appointed to 
Inatter. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.!’. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj.K.R(Christehureh 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hon.W.W.B.(Hants. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. I. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Burt, Thomas 

‘aldwell, James 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘arlile, William Walter 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘autley, Henry Strother 
avendish, R. I. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendish,V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
‘awley, Frederick 

‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘hamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
‘hamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
‘haplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
‘hapman, Edward 

‘hurchill, Winston Spencer 
‘oddington, Sir William 
‘oghill, Douglas Harry 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb, Sir John Charles R. 
‘olston, Charles Edward H. A. 
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Holland, William Henry 
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Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower,. Frederick N. s. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskinc 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 5.) 
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Main Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
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LONDON, 


C.& D, Railways Bill. 


Motion made, and Question 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE 





to 
12 


Warr. Augustus Frederick 
Wason,J ohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams. Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, John (#alkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ; 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T( Hudderst’d 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson. Sir Thomas 
Young,Commander ( Berks, E. + 
TELLERS FOR THE AyYES.— 
Mr. janbury and Mr. 
Renshaw. 


O’Mara.James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Alfred E.; Cleveland) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Robertson. Edmund: Du nde 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles FE. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, Alfred( Glamorgan, FE.) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner. Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene \Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George ,York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth } 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, Kast) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS—Mr. 
Lough and Captain Norton. 


proposed. 


(London) 


| rose to move that the Bill should be read 





a second time upon this day six months. 
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carry out improvements which would 
give them facilities for the further 
development of their passenger, goods, 
and mineral traffic. Clause 23 enabled 
the two companies, or either of them, to 
apply for the whole or any purposes of 
the Act any money they had now in 
their hands, or which they had power to 
raise by shares or mortgage, and which 
might not be required for the purposes 
for which the same were authorised to 
he raised. While it was proposed to 
develop the line, there was no attempt, 
there was not even a suggestion tor 
enlarging the London stations, where the 
accommodation was already in some 
respects inadequate to meet the expected 
increase in the traffic. It appeared to 
him that the companies wanted to en- 
large their bottle to the size of a magnum 
or jeroboam. leaving the neck at its 
original diameter. ‘The contention of 
the Corporation of London was that, 
while these improvements might be 
necessary, they could very well wait 
until the companies fulfilled their far 
more serious obligations to the public 
by making their London termini ade- 
quate to their requirements. He could 
name a station, a timber structure, 
badly lighted, which had rather the 
appearance of a neglected temporary 
building than of a station of considerable 
importance. The approaches to the 
station and the platforms were badly 
arranged and quite inadequate, and, 
altogether, the station was not only 
inconvenient and inadequate for its 
requirements, but absolutely unsafe for 
the public. 
poration of London was called to this and 
another station as far back as 1898, and 
they called the attention of the rail- 
way companies to these defects, but up 
to this moment nothing whatever had 
heen done except to provide a few extra 
lamps. The Corporation of London 
endeavoured to bring pressure to bear 
upon the railway companies, and only 


withdrew their opposition to the com- | 


pany’s Bill of last session on the under- 
standing that these important and 
serious matters were to have the imme- 
diate attention of the directors. But 
the company, having got the Second 
Reading of their Bill, practically told the 
(Corporation that they had gained their 


Sir Joseph Dimsdale. 
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object and that the Corporation had no 
locus standi, and in consequence the 
undertaking of the railway companies 
was nugatory. Another Bill was now 
before them, but there was no proposal 
in it to do anything to further the 
interests and the satety of the com- 
munity. The attention of the Board of 
Trade had been called to the matters of 
which he had been speaking, but the 
company had held the Department, as it 
had held the Corporation, at arm's 
length for over two years, and now he 
did not think it was too much to say that 
they seemed very much disposed to flout 
the House of Commons. All the Cor- 
poration desired was to have a locus 
standi before the Committee upstairs to 
which the Bill would be referred, but, as 
the company refused to meet them in 
any way, he had no alternative but to 
move that the Bill be read that day six 
months. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.), 
in seconding the Amendment, said he did 
not speak on behalf of any municipality, 
but on behalf of the working class com- 
munity of South London who used the 
surburban line of the company. The 
Bill was one to extend the operations of 
the company, and to extend the time for 
the completion of certain works and 
widening its lines, and by Clause 23 to 
use the money the company had in hand 
for the purpose. He should vote against 
giving this company any extension ot 
power, against giving it any further 
concession, until it had fulfilled the 
obligations into which it had entered in 
respect of previous Acts of Parliament. 
Its station at Ludgate Hill was a filthy 
and foul-smelling rabbit hutch, which, 
being in the very centre of the greatest 
city in the world, was a scandal to those 
who allowed it to remain there, was a 
comment on the happy-go-lucky conduct 
of the cockney in all things, and ought 
to be swept away as an insanitary area 
at the earliest possible date. There 
were other considerations which applied 
to those who used the line every day. 
The rolling-stock of the company was 
filthy and dirty to the last degree, the 
carriages were ill-lighted, and the whole 
machinery was of the most slovenly 
and slipshod character. He had sat 
in a compartment in one of the trains 
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of this company at Victoria, and within 
five minutes of the departure of the 
train an official came and swabbed the 
windows of the compartment while the 
passengers were in it. At one station 
he had seen the carriages being swept 
while the people were in them. The 
dirty and filthy character of the second 
and third class carriages and their over- 
crowded condition was well known. At 
Herne Hill Station, if a passenger took a 
first-class ticket and afterwards managed 
to get a upon a fish-box in the 
guard’s van he was very lucky indeed. 
On behalf of the working-people of South 
Loidoa, who were bitterly opposed to 
wy extension of the powers of this 
company, he objected to this Bill being 
passed until they had carried out their 
obligations contained in former Acts 
of Parliament. 


seat 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now.’ and at the 
end of the question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ “—(Sir Joseph Dimsdale.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton) said 
he desired to endorse all that had been 
said by his hon. friend the Member for 
the City of London in regard to the 
insufficient accommodation provided by 
this company. They had been told 
that this was an innocent Bill, and that 
it would be unfair for the House to 
punish the company in respect of this 
Bill because of its shortcomings in other 
respects. Though this might be a small 
Bill, to buy a portion of a biscuit factory, 
it had underlying it grave questions of 
public policy. When they came to 
discuss those questions they were met 
by the reply of the company that unless 
they gave them the Bills as they pre- 
sented them to the House they would 
withdraw them. In other words, the 
House of Commons was to be reduced 
to being the obsequious servant of the 
directors of this company. His main objec- 
tion to the Bill was that it was a tinkering 
Bill. Those who had studied the system 
of the South Eastern and London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railway would 


agree that the only remedy for what | 


were evils so far as the public were 
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concerned was a statesmanlike reform 
in the affairs of the company, and in 
its service to the public. Year after 
year fresh powers were sought in order 
that a little bit of land here or there 
might be added to the property of the 
company, but nothing was done in the 
true sense to secure for the two millions 
of South Londoners adequate and cheap 
access from their homes to the scene of 
their labours. He would reter very briefly 
to the clauses of the Bill. Clauses 15 
to 21 by no means showed or justified 
the allegation of the supporters of this 
Bill that it was simply a measure to 
purchase a portion of a biscuit factory. 
Those clauses altered the time limit in 
respect of previous Acts of the company, 
and when they came to consider how 
far the company had exercised the 
powers from which it now sought exemp- 
tion, they would find that even the 
facilities given on the South Eastern 
railway for lads to attend cricket matches 
had been withdrawn. A very large 
section of people known as the lower 
middle class, who had to be punctual 
in their attendance at their work if they 
were not to lose their means of livelihood, 
had been absolutely precluded from any 
possibility of living upon the line of this 
company owing to the disgraceful un- 
punctuality in the train service, and 
which would continue unless the House 
of Commons pulled up this company 
sharply, and made it behave itself. This 
condition of things would be made far 
graver and more intolerable if they 
allowed those clauses to pass than would 
appear at first sight. The company 
was persistently defeating the efforts 
of Parliament to promote the industrial 
and physical well-being of the people, 
by forcing vast numbers of the industrial 
classes to reside in crowded inner London 
owing to the lack of trains to and from 
the outskirts and the excessive fares 
demanded. The company thus actively 
promoted all the evils to the physique 
and morals of the urban population 
which are inseparable from over- 
crowding and unsalubrious surroundings. 
In proof of this he referred to Clause 19. 
The company pulled down houses in 
Bermondsey, and, when the Home 
Secretary remonstrated with it for 
evading its statutory obligations, the 
company made a hasty temporary ar- 
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rangement with the Guinness trustees, 
who had erected a block of buildings 
near, to relieve the terrible destitution 
of the population. This was not only 
2a mischievous evasion by the company 
of the law of the land, but an injury 
inflicted upon a densely-crowded area, 
beeause the company did not build 
houses in the neighbourhood, and because 
it appropriated sorely-needed house room 
which had been provided for that neigh- 
hourhood by a philanthropic body. A 
further injury which this company had 
inflicted upon the labouring classes of 
the community was that caused by a 
sudden, unjustifiable, and an_ illegal 
reduction in the housing accommodation 
of the district, which had the effect of 
increasing the already prohibitive rents. 
An appeal against this state of things 
was made to the Home Secretary, and 
then the company bought the site dealt 
with under Clause 19 of this Bill. The 
company boasted that it had = spent 
£80,000 in Bermondsey to satisfy the 
requirements of this House, but the 
company forgot to say that after having 
procured that site, and after having 
obtained all the necessary powers  re- 
quired to deal with it. ever since October 
last that land had been vacant. He had 
heen told that this land had remained 
vacant because the company were waiting 
the approval of the Secretary of State 
to the whole scheme of which this land 
formed a part. He thought those who 
had given any attention to this subject 
would be very much surprised if his right 
hon. friend announced to the House 
that he had been the ageney by which 
for something like nine months this site 
for the housing of the working classes of 
London had remained vacant when that 
site was specifically devoted by him, as 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, to rehousing those who 
had been found to have been neglected 
hy the railway company under its legal 
powers. Ile hoped that they would be 
told why the piece of vacant land had 
been allowed to remain vacant: he 
believed it was due entirely to the mis- 
chievous evasion on the part of the com- 
pany of its statutory obligations. The 
efforts of the directorate and the officials 


of this company seemed to be 
directed to trying both in spirit 
and letter to evade the Jaws of 


Mr. Hay. 
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Parliament whenever the housing of the 
poor was concerned. The population 
of Bermondsey was a wharfside popula- 
tion. It had to live within hail of its 
work, which was casual and ill paid, and 
it was in such a district that this company 
reduced valuable house room. This 
district was becoming more and more 
overcrowded, and the public health of 
the inhabitants was, consequently, being 
more and more endangered. The dis- 
trict had been aptly described as a wilder- 
ness of poverty, and the reduction of 
house room there had resulted from the 
acquisition of property by this company. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
is now entering on the general question 
of the housing of the working classes in 
London, which on this Bill he cannot do. 


*Mr. HAY said that in deference to that 

ruling he would not pursue the argu- 
ment he was endeavouring to elaborate, 
It was obvious, however, that if the land 
was allowed to remain vacant there 
would be overcrowding in the neighbour- 
hood. The powers which had been 
conferred on the company in the im- 
mediate past had not exercised 
properly or with a due regard to the real 
intention of Parliament. 


heen 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent, 
Ashford) said he was rather surprised 
that the extreme strength of the lan- 
guage used against the Bill had not been 
accompanied by an equal strength of 
argument. He was afraid they had 
become accustomed in this House to 
denunciations of these two railway com 
panies. He was not in any way con 
nected with the railways, but he thought 
the House ought to pause before taking 
the extreme step of rejecting the Bill. 
which carried out the understanding 
arrived at when the amalgamation was 
sanctioned two years ago. One of the 
principal conditions was that the access 
to London should be improved, so that 
Kent especially should have the facilities 
for traffic which it deserved. The 
widening proposed had nothing to do with 
Ludgate Hill Station, but it was an 
essential feature of any improvement 
in the line. The supporters of the Bill 
pleaded for it beeause they believed these 
two companies could never have a chance 
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of improving themselves unless they 
were given the powers which were asked 
for in the Bill. It was on that ground 
alone that he would ask the House to 
send the Bill in the usual way to a Com- 
mittee upstairs for consideration. He 
did not think this was the time to con- 
sider the condition of the stock of the 
Chatham Company, upon which many 
Members, perhaps, would have something 
to say. They had been spending a large 
amount of money in trying to bring up 
the arrears of very inefficient manage- 
ment in the past. The question of the 
housing of the working classes had been 
raised, and he thought he ought, in fair- 
ness to the House, to state how that was 
affected by the Bill. Although the 
model clause had been put into the Bill 
the company need not have put it in, 
hecause the powers sought in the Bill 
only affected six houses, making eleven 
tenements; therefore they had not the 
limit of twenty required for the clause. 
That was the sole interference contem- 
plated in consequence of the arrange- 
ments that came under this Bill. Delay 
had been caused in carrying out part of 
the work owing entirely, he believed, to 
protracted negotiations with the County 
Council in connection with the southern 
approach to London Bridge. These 
negotiations were now concluded and 
the plans had been submitted to the 
Home Secretary. There was no reason 
why that statement should not go forth. 
The provisions of the Bill were of vast 


importance to the great mass of the 


public who used these lines, and on that 
ground he with confidence asked the 
House to pass the Second Reading of the 


Bill. 
Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 


that two years ago he had the pleasure of 
opposing the amalgamation of the South 
Eastern and the Chatham and Dover 
Railways. On that occasion the op- 
ponents of the scheme were beaten. Mr. 
Cosmo Bonsor told them that everything 
would be for the best in the best of 
all possible worlds if the amalgamii- 
tion took place. Since that time things 
had not changed. The Chatham and 
Dover was as bad as it was before the 
amalgamation, and the South Eastern 
did not appear to have made it any better. 
The amalgamation of these undesirables 


seemed to have produced the worst rail- | 
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way in the United Kingdom. It had 
heen stated that the object of the Bill 
two years ago was to improve the London 
termini. What attempt had been made 
to do that? Absolutely none at all. 
Everyone who knew Kent would admit 
that the way in which these two railways 
had treated the county was a disgrace to 
the companies and damaging to the 
interests of agriculture. The hon. Mem- 
ber for the Ashford Division had spoken 
about the inefficient management in the 
past, but in this Bill there was no evi- 
dence that the management was going to 
be rectified. It was a very difficult and, 
from many points of view, a dangerous 
thing to throw out a railway Bill. Per- 
sonally he did not think a railway Bill ora 
private Bill should be thrown out unless 
serious reasons were advanced and great 
causes were stated. The slowness of 
locomotion, the inconvenience of our 
railway stations, and the difficulty of 
housing the poor were serious problems 
with which the railway companies gene- 
rally had not grappled as they ought to 
have done. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
aware that he cannot enter now into 
these general which are 
common to all the railways of London. 


questions, 


Mr. JOHN BURNS, continuing, said 
that the South Eastern and Chatham 
Company had taken no special steps to 
deal with this problem, but nevertheless 
they now came to Parliament to seek 
power to divert the money which they 
got by previous Bills for the purpose to 
carry out other enterprises. It was 
because there was no evidence that the 
companies were likely to improve their 
stations that the City Corporation inter- 
The Corporation of the City was 
not in the habit of worrying capital. It 
had hitherto been a friend of these 
particular companies, and had given them 
special facilities, but now the Corpora- 
tion had taken up a different attitude. 
It saw that the Ludeate Hill Station 
was very dark and dangerous, and con- 
tended that the money which ought to 
be spent upon its improvement should 
not be devoted to other uses. Now, the 
City Corporation was the statutory 
authority and guardian of the public 
welfare in this respect ; but the London 
County Council, although it had no 


fered. 
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locus standi, joined with the City Cor- 
poration in this matter. It would 
interest the hon. Member who last spoke 
to know that no less than thirty local 
nuthorities outside of London, and the 
Mayors of Canterbury, Hastings, Maid- 
stone, and Tunbridge Wells, had ap- 
proached the companies and asked 
them to carry out the obligations of their 
previous Bills, to improve their ‘traffic, 
reduce fares, and grant further facilities 
to the trade and commerce of the county 
of Kent, but without result. When he 
found the City Corporation and the 
mavors of those towns and cities making 
a recommendation in favour of pulling 
the companies up to a proper apprecia- 
tion of their responsibilities, he could not 
help believing that there was a strong 
cause made out for action against the 
companies. Was it fair, he asked, that 
Ludgate Hill Station should be lett as it 
was? It was the original terminus of 
the London, Chatham, and Dover Rail- 
way, and it ought to have at least 
£100,000 spent on it. The company 
had power to spend that sum, but it the 
present Bill were pussea the money W nuld 
be devoted to other 
station as it now was was frequently 
overcrowded, dirty, end dangerous.  S« 
overcrowded was it that the usual wait- 


purposes. The 


ing-rooms and lavatories could not be 
placed upon the platforms, while the 
platforms themselves were so narrow 
that people frequently ran the risk of 
being forced upon the line by the crowds 


going up or down. Jt was true that the 


Chatham Company said the public had ' 


no necessity to go to Ludgate Hill Station. 
The directors admitted that the station 
was narrow and inconvenient, but they 
turned round and said “ There is a station 
ut St. Paul’s.” That was the mischief of 
the thing. Instead of spending their 
money on St. Paul’s Station the Chatham 
Company ought to have used the money 
upon Ludgate Hill Station and enlarged 
it. thus making one complete and ade- 
quate terminus. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I do 
not understand that there is any money 
for the improvement of Ludgate Hill 
Station which by this Bill will be taken 
and diverted to any other purpose. The 
hon. Member is not in order in discussing 
the policy of the railway company in 
building another station. 

Mr, John Burns. 
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' Mr. JOHN BURNS said he had no 


intention to evade any ruling that the 
Speaker might have made, but there was 
no schedule to the Bill, or any conditions 
as to how the money was to be spent. 
But by sections of previous Acts the 
company was empowered to raise money 
for the purposes specified, and his con- 
tention was that the companies now had 
in their hands the unexpended money 
which they were seeking to divert by 
this Bill to extra-metropolitan purposes 
which should be spent upon the improve 
ment of their stations. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is the point which I have previously 
informed the hon. Member is not in 
order. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS admitted that 
it would be inadvisable and inconvenient 
to argue the matter any further, but he 
hoped the House would, at any rate. 
see that the Chatham Company carried 
out their promise of two years ago, 
and would recognise that it was an abuse 
of private Bill legislation for the com- 
pany to divert money that they have 
for other purposes to extra-metropolitan 
enterprises. The management of the 
company had, he said, always been bad, 
and he did not believe that with the 
present management the company would 
be enabled to do better in the future 
than in the past. The company had 
abused its power and misused its par- 
liamentary privileges, and he saw 
no hope but compulsory liquidation. An 
official receiver ought to be appointed, and 
then the company should be sold to the 
London and North Western Company 
or some other capable company, so that 
the people dependent upon the line might 
be sure of proper railway facilities. 
So long as Mr. Cosmo Bonsor and the 
other directors were at the head of 
affairs this valuable railway property 
would be reduced to sterility simply by 
the incompetence of its directors. 


THE PRESIDENT or tur BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour. 
Leeds, Central): I do not propose to 
address the House except for a very 
few minutes, because [I think the con- 
sideration of this proposal can be reduced 
to a very narrow compass indeed. How- 
ever much I may sympathise with the 
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object of my right hon. friend, I cannot | respect. But, however that may be, | 
approve or admire the method by which | think the House of Commons must look 
he proposes to attain that object. Itisun-| not upon a point of detail, but upon 
doubted that the condition of Ludgate the general principle. The House has 
Hill Station leaves a very great deal) already thrown out one omnibus Bill 
to be desired. That has been proved|on a similar ground, and if this is 
by the reports of the inspectors of the | also to be thrown out it will be set 
Board of Trade. But that is not the; up as a precedent, and whenever a 
question which the House has to decide. | particular complaint is set up against 
Because there is an improvement which | a railway company it will be considered 
admittedly ought at some time or other | legitimate to throw out any proposal 
to be made—-the sooner the better—isthe| which they may make, irrespective 
House to throw out a Bill to the actual | of its importance. Nothing could be 
provisions of which no objection is or can| more objectionable. The companies 
be made? That is the real issue. It} would not then come to Parliament. 
appears to me that if it is to become They would remain inefficient and im- 
the established practice of this House perfect, and when complaint was made 
to throw out this or any other omnibus | they would say, “ It is not our fault, but 
Bill on the ground that the clauses of | the fault of the House of Commons.” 
the Bill do not contain something | If we establish this practice—that an 
which somebody wants in it, such! omnibus Bill can be thrown out on a 
an alteration of the procedure of the} question not germane to the Bill itself— 
House is not only contrary to the publie it will be the greatest discouragement 
interests, but is gravely detrimental to possible to any company to bring for- 
those interests. This is not merely a| ward proposals to improve the working 
question of the locus standi of the City of their line. It is on this ground, and 
Corporation before the Committee. My not on a question of detail, that I 
hon. friend must know that, even if the earnestly hope the House will agree to 
company were willing to grant locus | the Second Reading of the Bill. 

standt to the London Corporation, the 

question of the condition of the Ludgate Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
Hill Station could not be raised before observed that the Bill was exactly 
the Committee. It would be entirely out | similar to the Bill thrown out by the 
of order. The question is simply the House a short time ago, and for precisely 
rejection or the passing of the Second the same reason. This company had 
Reading of the Bill. The hon. Member | failed in its responsibilities to Parliament 
for Camberwell stated he was opposed and the public. As the hon. Member 
to any extension of powers to the com- for the City had remarked, the com- 
pany,and the hon. Member for Hoxton | pany by the Bill was coming into con- 
very strongly complained of the general | flict with the local authorities. The 
inefficiency of the company concerned. | local authorities by the Bill of 1891 
But these omnibus Bills are not merely | were responsible for the housing of the 
for the benefit and convenience of the| working classes, but as regarded this 
companies promoting them. They are | company they were absolutely helpless 
for the convenience and advantage of to interfere. Ten thousand people, 
the public. They are almost invariably | taking the metropolis as a whole, had 
to increase accommodation and pro-| been dishoused by the various railway 
mote efficiency, and if the House of| companies. If any large landlord, either 
Commons is to throw them out simply | in the metropolis or in the provinces, 
on account of reasons such as have been | had attempted to dishouse such a large 
adduced this afternoon, it is not the; number of people Parliament would 
railway companies so much as the public | have interfered and prevented the project 
that will suffer. In regard to the | being carried out. 

question of the housing of the working | 

classes, I may say on behalf of His) *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
Majesty’s Government that we do not | is now discussing the general question 
concur in the view that the various} of the housing of the working classes. 
railway companies have not properly |I have several times ruled that that is 
fulfilled their obligations in this/ out of order. 
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Captain NORTON said he oniy wished | 
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| 
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Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Cam. 


to point out that the company had_ berwell, Dulwich) only intervened to 
avoided its responsibilities in this respect. | point out the absurdity of the argument 


In his own district several families had | of 
been dishoused, though he did not mean 


to suggest that this very 
pany was to blame. 


hon. Member is again discussing a matter | speed. 
which I[ have ruled out of order. 


Captain NORTON, concluding, said | 


the President of the Board 


pointed out that if the House were to | 
reject every omnibus Bill it would in-| lines and more trains. 


| 
(ps 


railway com- | interests of the working classes. 


shon. Members opposite when they 
contended that they were acting in the 


Under 


| this Bill the railway company was trying 
on _ | to do its best to widen the lines and 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | increase the number of trains and their 


That was in the interests of the 
| working men, who would thereby have 
cheap trains and rapid transit, and it 
was nonsense to oppose it. 


Everyone 


of Trade had| knew that the great thing that was 


wanted nowadays was wider railway 


If the Bill were 


convenience the public, but he would| sent to a Committee upstairs, and it was 
remind hon. Members, on the contrary, | thought advisable, new clauses could be 
that this was the only means whereby | introduced. 
the House could protect the public.| Bill would be passed, and by a large 
This was a matter of supreme moment, | majority. , 


and he contended that 
company should be forced 


their responsibilities, and he had great 
pleasure, therefore, in opposing the Bill. 


Aclani-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F, | 

Age Gardner, James Tynte 

Agnew. Sir Andrew Noel 

Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 

Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair | 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. | 

Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 

Bagot.Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 

Bain, Col. James Robert 

Balearres. Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn.G.W. (Leeds) | 
Janbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B 
Beach. Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
seach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants. ) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell. Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middl’x) 
Bowles,Capt.T. B.(King’sLynn 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brown, Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harr 

Carlile, William Walter 


the railway | 
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Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cawley, Frederick 


| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E, 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| 


Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 


| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, George Denison 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R .C. Munro (Leith) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 





He only hoped that the 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 277; Noes 
(Division List No. 243.) 


Firbank, Joseph Thoms 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gladstone, RtHnHerbert John 


| Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. &. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirEW(B'rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt WnLordG( Midd.) 
Hamilton,Margq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N. W ) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
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Hill, Arthur 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Horner, Frederick William 


| Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
| Mildinay, Francis Bingham 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 


Howard, John (Kent,Faversh. 


Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) | 


Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
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Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Jvicey, Sir James 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Jas. (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 
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Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareh’m 
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Legye, Col. Hon. Heneage 
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Lowe, Francis William 
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Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
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M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont,Col, HLB.(Caimbs. 


N. S. 


M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb.,W.) | 
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M‘Laren, ¢ hares Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleoln, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
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Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather, William 
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Abrahain, William aheuhdes 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
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Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, Sir John 

Balfour, MajKR(Christch’ rch) | 
sarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bigwood, James 

Blac k, Alexander William 
Bl ike, Edward 

Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 


‘Burns, John 


Buxton, Syndey Charles 


N. R.) | 


| 
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Milton, Viscount 
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Morgan, Hon. Fred.(Monmths. 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
) 


Murray, Col. Wyndham ( Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
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Penn, John 
Perey, Earl 
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Rankin, Sir James 
Rea, Russell 
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Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) | 
titchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
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Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
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topner, Col. Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 


a ee 
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Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 

| Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
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Cullinan, J. 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
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Seton- Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, Chas. Reces (ital W.) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J W.(Worcestersh., N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Woodhouse,SirJT (Huddersfd. 
Wortley, it.Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYFS— 
Mr. Laurence Hardy and 
Mr. Richards. 


Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William: 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, lichael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, "James Christopher 
Foster, |Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gibbs, Hn. AGH. (CityofLond.) 
Gilhool , James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lt.-General 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lonsdale, Jolin Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Minch, Matthew 

Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants. ) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


(By Orper.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the Bill be now read a second | 


time.” 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) asked the 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Nolan,Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) | 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


| Power, Patrick, Joseph 


{COMMONS} 


Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel | 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | 


Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 


Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 

tedmond,John E. (Waterford) 
edmond, William (Clare) 
eid Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Provisional Orders Bill. 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 


Schwann, Charles E. 


| Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 


Shaw, Chas. Edw, (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Northants 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, ‘Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A del(Carmarthen, E.} 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 


; White, George (Norfolk) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale and 
Mr. Hay. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that one 
of the chief items in the Bill referred to 
the financial relations between the Tralee 


Urban Council and the County Council 


of Kerry, and yet the Attorney General 
for Ireland, who was responsible for the 


| Bill, did not know that it had anything 


, to do with that dispute. 

Mr. ATKINSON said that there were 
three Provisional Orders made by the 
Local Government Board under Section 
| 77 of the Act of 1898, and he did not 
know exactly to what the hon. Member 


Attorney General for Ireland. how this| -cferred. These Provisional Orders re- 
Bill affected the town of Tralee and the ; lated to the town of Dundalk, the city 
| of Sligo, and.the town of Tralee, and they 


county Kerry. 


Toe ATTORNEY 
IRELAND (Mr. 


as to the relations between the Tralee ; 
Urban Council and the county of. Kerry 


at large. 


GENERAL 
ATKINSON, 
derry, N.) was understood to say that} 
he did not know how it affected them. 


; a ‘the counties 
4ondon- | councils. 


' adjusted the respective liabilities between 


and the urban district 


Mr. FLAVIN asked how the county 
| of Kerry and the Urban District Council 
| of Tralee were affected by the Bill, and if 


Mr. FLAVIN asked if the Bill did not ae Mls aha “aheniy tek this Pew 


oO ani iry that had been made} “2° : 
compcieeteaganee, pi medi | visional Order had been introduced. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that, of course, 


the! Provisional Order affected both the 


40% 
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ment who introduced those Provisional 
District Council of Tralee. The Local | Orders ought to inform themselves as to 
Government Board sent down an in-| what was inthem. He ventured to say 
.spector, who made an inquiry into the|that not for twenty years had a Bill 
financial relations of the two councils, | analogous to this been introduced into 
and the result was that this Provisional the House of Commons. It was of enor- 
Order was made. ;mous complexity and length, and the 
| purport of it would take any man a very 
Mr. DILLON pointed out that the long time to understand. It was intro- 
Gentleman the Attorney | duced under the new Scotch Private 


right hon. 
General for Ireland did not seem to know | Legislation Procedure Act and, being of 
that the Bill dealt with not three, but |a novel character, it ought to be chal- 
four Provisional Orders, as one relating | lenged. ‘The object of the Bill appeared 
to the city of Waterloo was also included. | to him to be to pass an Act of Indemnity 
: for a number of gentlemen engaged 
Question put, and agreed to. j tm a private mining company in Arizona, 
who had violated for many years past a 

Bill read a second time, and com- | numberof the provisions of the Companies 
mitted. | Acts. The Bill dealt with a number of 
/complicated transactions, most certainly 
‘unsuitable to be dealt with in a Private 


ARIZONA COPPER COMPANY, LIMITED, | ¥nsui ) v 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. Bill in the House of Commons. What 
(By Orper.) | he chiefly complained of was that there 

{Unper Toe Private Lecisuation Procepure | Was no brief statement of its purpose and 


(ScorLanD) Act, 1899.] effects. Surely that ought to have been 
done, when, as he saw, from the names on 
the back of it, those of the Lord Advocate 
Motion made, and Question proposed, and the Solicitor General for Seotland, 
“That the Bill be now read a second | that it was a Government Bill. He had 
time.” the strongest possible objection to passing 
an Indemnity Bill to protect company 
directors who had broken the law. But 
of the most extraordinary Bills that had he had another ground of objection. 
ever been brought before the House of | from the statement circulated it appeared 
Commons within his memory. They that this Arizona Copper Company was 
had been given to understand by the | owned largely in Germany, France, and 
hon. Member for Partick that he was | America, and the Bill would affect the 
going to move that the Bill should be | interests of these shareholders to a large 
referred to the Joint Committee of the | extent, and that litigation was pending. 
Lords and Commons, and in support of | In fact, the House of Commons was 
that motion a very interesting document asked to override the courts, and to 
had been circulated to all the Members | destroy private rights, without any 
of the House of Commons yesterday. notice being given to the French, Ger- 
; man, or American shareholders. That 


‘might or might not be a truthful state- 
ment, but it was monstrous to ask the 
House of Commons to give approval 
to such a Bill in the dark. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. DILLON said that this was one 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) said he found it was not com- 
petent to move his motion that day, but 
he intended to move it on Thursday. 


Mr. DILLON said the Bill ought to) *THr LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
be challenged at once, and they ought GranamM Murray, Buteshire) said he 
not to be asked to read it a second time remembered very well when the Private 
without at least some explanation being | Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill 
given as to its extraordinary nature.) was passing through the House there 
They had had an example of the way in| was nobody who, in an unobtrusive 
which business was transacted in respect | way, opposed and obstructed it more 


“to Irish Provisional Orders, and he | obstinately than the hon. Member for 


‘thought that members of the Govern-' Mayo, although he had often heard 
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the hon. Member express great! Bill. At that time there were no oppo- 
anxiety to have the Private Bill Legis-| nents to this Bill, but the Secretary for 
lation system extended to Ireland as well Scotland, looking to its complicated 
as to Scotland. He could only say that. provisions, decided that although there 
if the first results of the Private Bill, was no opposition there ought to be an 
Legislation system were to be heralded | inquiry, and that the company ought 
by such statements as they had heard.| so to speak, to prove the preamble. 
it would be absolutely impossible to Accordingly there was an inquiry, held 
extend it to Ireland. [An Hon. Memper, by two hon. Members of the House of 
from the Irish Benches: Why ?] Be-| Commons and two noble Members of the 
cause the whole idea of the Private Bill; other House. That inquiry was held 
Procedure system was that of devolution, | in Edinburgh, and at the last moment 
and the whole spirit of the hon. Gentle-| certain opponents came forward and, 
man’s speech was that the local inquiry | under the powers contained in the Act, 
was to be overruled by the House of | they were given, on special grounds, 
Commons. Every sentence of the speech | a locus standi, and were heard. The 
of the hon. Gentleman showed his utter | opponents wanted certain alterations 
ignorance of the Private Legislation | in the Provisional Order, but the Com- 
Procedure (Scotland) Act which now | mission did not give effect to their wishes. 
stood on the Statute-book. That being so the Provisional Order was 

er issued by the Secretary for Scotland, 
Mr. DILLON said he thought the who was bound forthwith to bring it 
right hon. and learned the Lord Advocate | afore this House in the position of a 
had stated that he had shown activity Confirmation Bill. That Confirmation 
in opposing the Bill. Bill now came up for Second Reading. 


The hon. Member had declaimed on: 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said 
that that showed that there might be 
activity combined with ignorance. The 
hon. Member had drawn attention to | 
the fact that his name and that of the 
Solicitor General for Scotland were on 
the back of the Bill. But the Arizona | 
Bill was of the ordinary Provisional | 
Order character ; and this was a ( n- | truth of the statement. The hon. Mem- 
firmation Bill, hence the names of the | por for the Partick Division proposed to 


Ministers of the Department were on the | make a motion that the Bill be referred 


back of the Bill. He knew nothing of | ¢> 2 Joint Committee of the two Houses, 
the Arizona Company; he was not a 


‘ a : ; and that motion he (the Lord Advocate) 
director of it, and he did not consider he would heartily support. It was a pro- 
staal tangs Stes concerned with the cedure provided for in the Act, which 
provisions of this particular Provisional 
Order, which the hon. Member rightly 
said were very complicated. It was the | That was the simple and ordinary work- 
ordinary, at least not unusual, case of a |ing of the Act, which the hon. Member 
company finding it necessary to ask for | 
special powers to go to foreign courts. | mistaken had he taken the trouble to 
What was done under the Private Legis- | endl tien Aer 
lation Procedure (Scotland) Act of 1899) ~ ‘wok 
was that a petition was presented to the | Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
Secretary for Scotland for a Provisional | (Stirling Burghs) said he might perhaps 
Order. That petition was examined) say a word or two on this question, 
by the Chairmen of Committees of both | because he was even more extreme in his 
Houses, and they decided whether the | view than the hon. and learned Gentle- 
legislation should be by way of Private | man the Lord Advocate. Together with 
Bill or by way of Provisional Order. the great majority of the Scottish 
Next, the Secretary for Scotland decided, Members he. when the House was 
whether there was or was not to be an’ engaged in the manufacture of this new 


inquiry if there were no opponents of the | system of dealing with private Bills,. 
‘ 


what he understood were points against 
the merits of the Bill, founded on a state- 
ment which he had received. The 
points in that statement might or might 
not be true, but what was the position 
the hon. Member had taken up? If he 
were successful in blocking the Second 


Joint Committee of the two Houses. 


Mr. 4. Graham Murray. 


Reading he would bar inquiry as to the 


said that an appeal might be made to a. 


for East Mayo could not possibly have: 
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strongly objected to having any appeal | lecture hon. Members from Ireland as if 
to either or both the Houses after there he were the only Member in the House 





had been a full parliamentary inquiry 
on the spot into the merits of the case. | 
Like the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, he knew nothing whatever of the | 
merits of the case. Beyond the mere 
name of the Bill he knew nothing of it, 
but he knew that it had been fully con- | 
sidered by a most competent tribunal in 
Edinburgh, composed of Members of the 
two Houses. The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman said that he would support 
the proposal for a further stage—namely, 
that of sending the Bill to a Joint Com- 
mittee of the two Houses. That was | 
where he parted company with the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman. He ob- 
jected to it, because it seemed to him that 
that course would be ruinous to the 
success of the new system which had 
been introduced. If, on some plausible 
excuse, the whole thing had to be gone 
over again in London after it had been 
thoroughly threshed out in Edinburgh, | 
let them go back to the old system, with 
an inquiry in the Lords and in the 
Commons. He was surprised that his hon. 
friend the Member for East Mayo should 
raise an objection to what was merely 
a formal and necessary stage in a Bill, in 
charge of a Minister, in order to confirm | 
the decision of a tribunal which sat in | 
the locality of the Bill—which he under- | 
stood was a procedure his hon. friend 
wished to apply to Ireland. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that the hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Lord Advocate had taken his hon. 
friend the Member for East Mayo to task 
for his alleged inconsistency in this matter, | 
inasmuch as the Irish Members wished 
to have Irish private Bills inquired into | 
in Ireland. The Lord Advocate had 
pointed out that if his hon. friend pro- | 
ceeded to have a discussion at this stage 
of the Bill, that would destroy the possi- | 
bility of any form of Home Rule for Ire- | 
land. But look at the inconsistency of | 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman ! | 
In the next breath he spoke favourably 
of the proposal which had been made to 
send the Bill to a Joint Committee of | 
both Houses, and thus to re-open and} 
re-try the whole case. He would respect- ' 
fully recommend the Lord Advocate not ! 
to speak with such an assumption of | 


omniscience on such matters, and not to 


| who understood the provisions of the 
Private Legislation (Scotland) Act. Hons 
Members on the Irish benches thoroughly 
understood, as they thought, the pro- 
visions of that Bill, and what had hap- 
pened confirmed him in the belief that 
he was absolutely right when, on a 
recent Wednesday afternoon, to the 
astonishment of some hon. Members, he 


objected to the Second Reading of a Bill 


moved by his right hon. friend the 
Member for North Tyrone, which pro- 
posed to extend bodily to Ireland the 
Scotch system. He believed that that 
system would be found to be illusory and 
useless. He took the view expressed by 
the Leader of the Opposition, that if 


,there were to be a devolution of work 


from the House of Commons to local 
tribunals, was it worth having, if matters 
were to be reopened in the House? He 
thought his hon. friend the Member for 
East Mayo had rendered a service to 
Ireland in pointing out how futile the 
Private Bill system in Scotland was, and 


| how ill-suited it would be to the special 


demand which Ireland made for the 
management in Ireland of purely Irish » 
affairs. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) 
said he knew nothing about the merits of 
the Bill, but if this was devolution it was 


| strange devolution indeed, and he pro- 
' tested against it. 


On previous occasions 
schemes affecting the company were 
settled without the intervention of the 


| House, and he did not understand now 
'why the time of the House should be 


wasted on the present Bill. 


Mr. DILLON said he might be per- 
mitted to say that he would not put the 
House to the trouble of a division in view 


| of the discussion which would take place 
'on Thursday. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time; to be con- 
sidered. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. [New 
Title. ~ 
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WAYS BILL. 
King’s consent signified ; 
third time, and passed. 


read the 


“‘NOTTING HILL 


As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 


HAMILTON BURGH PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords] 
(UNDER THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION | 
PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899). 


tead the third time, and passed. 


ARDROSSAN GAS AND WATER ORDER | 


CONFIRMATION BILL. 

under Section 9, Sub- 
section (4) of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899; to be 
read the third time upon Thursday. 


Considered 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (ACTON) BILL 
[Lords]. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


NAVAL WORKS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. (By Orper.) 


Read a second time and committed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to, Gateshead 
and District Tramways Bill, without 
amendment ; Falkirk 
Tramways Order Confirmation Bill, with 
un Amendment ; London Bridge Widen- 
ing Bill, with Amendments; Amend- 
ment to Sheffield District Railway Bill 
[Lords], without amendment. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :-- 


1. ‘That, in the case of the Hands- 
worth Urban District 
{Lords], Petition for dispensing with 
Standing Order 129 in the case of the 

‘ Birmingham Corporation’ against 
the Bill, the said Standing Order ought 
to be dispensed with.”’ 


2. ‘‘ That, in the case of the Dalia. | 


Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New | 


{COMMONS} 
WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM. | 





ELECTRIC LIGHTING | 
BILL. 


to be read 


and District | 


Council Bill | 


Petitions. 48 


to be dispensed with:—-That the 
| parties be permitted to proceed with 


| thei air Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER- 
FORD EXTENSION). 

Report [this day] from the Select 


'Committee on Standing Orders read ; 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr, 


| John Redmond, Sir Thomas Esmonde, 


Viscount Milton, and Mr. Ffrench. 


YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 

Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONE reported 
from the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills ; That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Thursday, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
BOROUGH FUNDS ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Petition from Falkirk, against ; 
upon the Table. 
Petition from West Ham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


to lie 


PLACES (EXEMPTION FROM 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Dundee, in favour; 


BURIAL 
RATES) 
Petition from 


' to lie upon the Table. 


CHINA WAR 1856-1861 (PRIZE MONEY 
AND SEYMOUR FUND). 


Petition from Portsmouth, for inquiry ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 


Petition from Seaforth, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Granville ; 


Ross and Waterford Extension), Peti-| Church Gresley ; Reservoir ; and Brentby 
tion for Bill, the Standing Orders ought | Collieries ; 


to lie upon the Table. 
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“ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


GRADE AND EVENING CON TINUA- | CHILDREN BILL. 
TION SCHOOLS). as : : reer 
| Petitions against, from Swindon ; 


Petitions for alteration of Law, from | forneastle : North Somerset ; Newbury; 
Cardiff ; and Spalding ; to lie upon the | and Bury - to lie upon the Table. . 
Table. | te 
Petitions in favour, from Hull (two) ; 
HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM RATES) | Hatfield ; Hendon (five) ; Birmingham 

BILL. (two) ; Carlisle (three) ; Salisbury ; Nun- 

Petition from West Ham, in favour ; eaton ; Brades ; Five Oak Green ; South- 

to lie upon the Table. sea ; Farningham ; Sheffield (two) ; 
Kingston upon Hull (two) ; Dudley ; 
HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES | Wingate ; Victoria Park ; Leeds (three) ; 


(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. Primrose Hill; Blackheath ; Deptford ; 
Petition from Gloucester, in favour; Carlisle Cross; Westminster; West 
to lie upon the Table. Ham ; West Hendon ; Cardiff ; Maesteg 


SPR (eleven) ; Chatham (four) ; Sunderland 
INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS ACTS AMEND- (ten); Silksworth ; New Seaham ; Pal- 


ix MENT BILL. Cae ‘lion; Stanford le Hope (two); Worth- 
Petition from Dundee, in favour ; ‘ing; Hackney (two); Belvedere; Hox- 
to lie upon the Table. |ton; Holywood; Maidstone; Reigate ; 


iri Ss Hereford ; Shotts ; Manchester ; Mother- 
LEASEHOLD = ENFRANCHISEMENT | wel]; = Midsomer Norton; Hebden 


ere ile vane | Bridge ; Barrowford ; Stocksbridge (two) ; 
Petition from West Ham, in favour ;! Soyth Tottenham: Enfield (three) ; 
to lie upon the Table. | Nelson ; Mildmay Park ; Bethnal Green ; 
LIGHTS ON VEHICLES BILL. ical scl sti sc 
Petition from Dundee in, favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. |SALE_OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED ‘ : 
SISTER BILL. . ee # Petitions in favour, from Monimail ; 
| - Raras: . l¢ “ay: € Jest 
Petition from Edinburgh, against ; ‘Largs ; Forgan ; W amphray 3 and. Wee 
to lie upon the Table. Linton ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. ‘SCHOOL BOARD FOR LONDON 

eter ante | (SCHEDULE OF PROPOSED SITE OF 

Petitions in favour, from Oakengates;,/ SCHOOL BETWEEN BROMLEY AND 
Dawley; Donnington Wood; Donis-| PORTLAND STREETS, STEPNEY). 


¥ awdon ; Netherseal ; Gran- | ae : ‘ eae 
thorpe ; Rawd eel 2 Netherseal Gran Petition from Stepney, against ; to 
ville ; Chureh Gresley ; teservoir 3}; at ; 
ae , *| lie upon the Table. 
and Brentby Collieries ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SHOPS BILL. 

— AGE — (No. 4) conus | Petition from West Ham, in favour ; 
Petition from West Ham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
to lie upon the Table. 

~ S "4 ‘y y GN’S - T N < sO aS N 

ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY 1n |SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 

IRELAND. ; 

Petitions against establishment, from | 

Crieff ; West Calder; and Mid Calder 
to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions against, from Watton ; East 
. Newport ; and Edinburgh ; to lie upon 
>| the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE TIME 
SUNDAY BILL. (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Attercliffe;/ Petition from Dundee, in favour ; to 
and Eccleshall ; to lie upon the Table. _ lie upon the Table. 
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WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT Geen on the burning of the villages of Botha- 
AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. | ville, Ventersburg, Dylstroom, and 


Petition from West Ham, in favour ;| Wilport. 
to lie upon the Table. | 
| Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
enn | WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | The information is contained in the 
neta | Return of buildings burnt in South 
ROYAL OBSERVATORY (EDINBURGH). | Africa recently presented to Parliament, 


: . I have no further information. 
Copy presented, of Eleventh Annual | 


Report of the Astronomer Royal for} we LLOYD-GEORGE: The Return 


cage [by Command]; to lie upon | does not give the information in the case 
—— |of two villages named in the questions 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (STANDARDS | Will the right hon. Gentleman ask for 
OF EXEMPTION) 'the information, which was promised 


. some months ago ? 
Return presented, relative thereto | ” 


[ordered 6th May; Mr. Ernest Gray] ;| I . Wea hace ack 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | . Mr. BRODRIC K : We have asked for 
[No. 202] | it, and it isin the Return. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: But not with 


NAVY (HYDROGRAPHER’S REPORT.) | ‘ 
regard to these two villages. 


Copy presented, of Report on Admi-_ 
nd pap 8 rr ig [by Com-| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg to ask 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 'the Secretary of State for War whether 
en aisle silat . | he can say when he proposes to lay upon 
ee ee ee ee rN | oh MS at ihe House a Copy of the 


‘ , 1rag " . 3 > 
Copy presented, of Report _of the | Correspondence between Lord Roberts 
Astronomer to the Lords Commissioners | and General Botha as to farm burning. 


of the Admiralty for the year 1900 [by | ‘ 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. | Mr. BRODRICK: The correspon- 
_ dence is in type, and will be shortly issued. 
GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND TRAVERS’ | 
cecsgemyonney | MEDICAL OFFICERS ON ACTIVE 
Copy presented, of Statement of the) ~ — Senne. Pro ; 
estimated Income and Expenditure of | ‘ in taeee , —— 
Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ | | _ mg ane oe ee oe, 
Foundation for the year 1901-1902 [by | °° ees ee ee 
Act]; to lie upon the Table Ree are | whether he has now received any answer 
stint [No 203] staiada °° | to his telegram to Lord Kitchener with 
a ee ne | regard to the possibility of setting free 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES) | and conveying home the medical officers 
mer aah “| who volunteered for service in South 


y eg 2a my j ati | se ul 
: Copies presented, of Diplomatic and | Africa, many of whom have been out 
a . pe egg —— oe 9 from home much more than a year, 
<02 x Rat [by Command] ; to lie /exposed to heavy work and risk from 
upon the Lable. contagion and otherwise. 


ict | Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 
QUESTIONS. ‘has not yet been able to release civil 
| medical officers apart from those whose- 
/engagements have terminated. If cir- 
| cumstances admit of it, all possible con- 
| sideration will be shown. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-—-FARM 
BURNING. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for War whether he can now| GOVERNMENT STOCK FARMS. 
state when he proposes to lay on the| Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Table of the House Lord Roberts’s reports | Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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53 Questions. 


State for War if he will state the number | 
approximately of cattle at present in the 
Government stock farms in South Africa, 
the number, and locality of such stock 
farms. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In response to a 
telegram Lord Kitchener informs me 
that with the exception of one Govern- 
ment stock farm at Stellenbosch, our 
stock farms are temporarily hired for 
grazing horses and cattle, and continually 
change. No statistics can be given. 


WAR OFFICE ORGANISATION. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state the reason 
why the Report of the Committee 
appointed to inquire into War Office 
Organisation, signed on 9th May, did 
not reach members until 7th June. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Some time was 
necessarily occupied in printing and 
indexing the evidence of this Committee, 
but no delay took place in publication. 
I would, in addition, remind the hon. 
Member that the Committee was a 
Departmental Committee appointed by 
myself, and I should in any case have 
required a reasonable time to consider 
the Report before publication. 


Mr. NORMAN: Is it not the fact 
that the members of the Committee 
expedited the Report in order that hon. 
Gentlemen might have it before the. 
discussion of the right hon. Gentleman’s | 
resolution ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: It only reached me | 
two days before the discussion of my | 
resolution. It was impossible for me 
to allow it to be published until I had | 
considered it. | 


Mr. NORMAN was proceeding to! 
put another question when—— 


{11 June 1901} 


Questions. 54 


aware that regiments of Yeomanry 
keep twenty rounds per man of small. 
arms ammunition in reserve at their 
squadron headquarters for use on mobi- 
lisation, if called out in aid of the civil 
power ; and whether after the outbreak 
of the war in South Africa the War 
Office ordered any of these reserves of 
ammunition to be returned to Govern- 
ment store; if so, whether the date of 
this order for the return of the reserve 
ammunition of the Volunteer forces was 
before or after the date on which the 
total reserve of small arms ammunition 
in the country stood at 3,300 rounds. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Twenty rounds 
per man is allowed to Yeomanry regi- 
ments as a reserve. This reserve was 
called in after the outbreak of war. 
and_before the date alluded to. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 
Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, as many of the Imperial Yeomanry 
now returning from active service in 
South Africa are not members of any 
Yeomanry force at home, can he state 
what arrangements are being made te. 
induce these men to join regiments of 
Yeomanry, so that their future services 

may not be lost to the country. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The recruiting for 
the Imperial Yeomanry rests with the 
various commanding officers, who may 
be confidently relied upon to make every 
effort to secure those men who have seen: 
service in South Africa. In many cases. 


'the measures necessary have already 


been taken. 


HORSES OBTAINED IN [SOUTH 
AFRICA. 
*CotoneL LEGGE (St.¥ George's, Han- 
over Square) : I beg to ask the Secretary 


‘of State for War whether the Report 


! called for as to the number of horses 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he must seek | 
another opportunity of arguing the 
matter. 


RESERVE OF SMALL ARMS | 


AMMUNITION. 


Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 


obtained in South Africa has yet been 


received. 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY te: 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLey. 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : This Report 
has not yet been received from South: 
Africa. 
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*COLONEL LEGGE: May I ask whether, | Colonies whether he has yet received the 
seeing that this Report was called for | Report of Sir David Barbour on the 
four months ago, the noble Lord will | financial condition of the Transvaal and 
hurry the officials up. | the Orange Free State. 


Lorp STANLEY : Everything possible; yp J CHAMBERLAIN - The R 
is done to hurry them up, but the| “77° meee cane aE 
collection of Returns in South Africa is 
a more difficult task than at home. 


port has been laid. 
| 


NEW CONSTITUTION FOR THE 
MILITARY CRIMES—STATISTICS. ANNEXED REPUBLICS. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) :| Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : beg to 
[ beg to ask the Secretary of State for | ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
War whether he will grant a Return | whether he is yet in a position to furnish 
showing the number of cases of soldiers | the House with particulars as to the 
committed whilst serving in South constitution of the Legislative Councils 
Africa to terms of imprisonment since|of the Transvaal and Orange River 
the opening of the war, the Return to | Colonies, the powers to be conferred and 
show in each case the rank of the offender, | the restrictions to be imposed upon these 
nis offence, the nature of the court before | bodies, and the official who is to preside 
which he was tried, the penalty inflicted, | over each ; if he is not yet in a position 
how far, if at all, the sentence was subse- | to make a statement on the subject will 
quently commuted, and whether the | the Government, before issue of the Royal 
prisoner was confined in a civil or a mili- | Letters Patent, inform the House upon 
tary prison. | these particulars and afford opportuni- 
SE 'ties for discussion thereon, and will he 

Lorp STANLEY: I must refer the | give approximately the date fixed for 
hon. Member to my reply to a similar | Tord Milner’s return to South Africa 
question put on the 14th March? by the ‘and for the issue of the Royal Letters 


hon. Member for North Louth. | Patent relating to the constitution of the 
| Colonies. 
ong ar cenageon Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The House 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- js already in possession of the general 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the | outline given by me in debate on 7th 
Secretary of State for War whether any | December,* and I have explained to the 
decision has now been come to as to the hon. Member in answer to a question 
future of the Guernsey Militia. on 6th May+ that it would not be in 

Mr. BRODRICK: The proposals of | accordance with precedent to submit the 
the States for the re-organisation of the | instruments themselves =e pei mu 
Guernsey Militia have been approved, before they are issued. Lord Milner 
and the necessary alterations in the| Will probably return rv August. I am 

unable at present to fix a date for the 


regulations will be carried out in due}. ‘ 
sions | issue of the Letters Patent. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: Will any-. Bong ag ; Is ceriongery.” —— 
thing be published in regard to this | right hon. Gentleman s view of the Con- 
| stitution that these questions should be 


matter ? : aes 
‘excluded from Parliament, or is it 


Mr. BRODRICK : I had not thought | only his policy which is unfitted for 
of doing so, but I will consider it. | Parliamentary discussion ? 


REPUBLICS—SIR DAVID BARBOUR’S Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
cP. T ‘ . 
REE ORT. ™ | Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
Mr. M‘DERMOTT (Kilkenny) : I beg | ——- "aN : : ee 
‘to ask the Secretary of State for the| ~*~ See Vebates [Fourth Series], Vol. 1xxxviii., 
page 259. 


FINANCIAL CONDITION OF ANNEXED | VICTUALLING IN THE NAVY. 
| 
| 





+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xe., | + See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xciii., 
page 1046. page 734. 
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EY Questions. 
can state when Vice-Admiral Rice’s | 
Committee upon victualling in His) 


Majesty’s Navy presented its Report; 
whether this Report will be published ; 
whether any action has been taken in 
consequence of its recommendations ; 
and, if not, why no steps have been taken. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): At the 
same time may | ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can now state the 


recommendations of the Departmental . 


Committee appointed last year to in- 
quire into the victualling of the Navy, 
and what reforms it is proposed to intro- 
duce; also whether it is proposed to 
present the Report, with evidence taken, 
to the House. 


THe SECRETARY To THe ADMLI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArNoip-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): In reply to the question of the hon. 
Member for South Wolverhampton, and 
also to that of my hon. friend the Member 
for Devonport, I beg to say that the 
Report of Vice-Admiral Rice’s Com- 
mittee will be presented to Parliament 
at an early date. The question as to 
whether the evidence will be presented 
with the Report can only be decided 
when the Board of Admiralty have had 
sufficient time to examine it. No de- 
cision has yet been arrived at with 
regard to any action to be taken in pur- 
suance of the recommendations made in 
the Report. There has not yet been 
sufficient time to deal with a matter of 
so much complexity and importance as 
the whole scheme of the victualling of 
the Navy. 


* DARING.” 
S.E.) : 


H.M.S. 
(Durham, 


EXPLOSION ON 
Mr. LAMBTON 


Questions. 58: 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) - 
Was. the full pressure on the boilers at 
the time the explosion occurred 2? 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: Beforé 
receiving the Report of the court of. 
inquiry I cannot possibly answer that 
question. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Was this a water-tube boiler ? 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Yes. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 


‘know with what motive that question is 


May I ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | 


if he can give the House any information 
as to the boiler explosion on board the 
ship ““ Daring ” at Portsmouth. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 


asked. My hon. friend knows as well 
as anyone in the House that all the 
destroyers have water-tube boilers. This 
was a Thorneycroft boiler of a peculiarly 
safe type. I ask leave to answer the 
question, because evidently there was a 
motive in asking it. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Not at all. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It was «a: 
Thorneycroft type of boiler, which is in 
use in hundreds of vessels, and, as my 
hon. friend knows, all destroyers are 
fitted with water-tube boilers, and 
there is no possible alternative boiler at 
present before us. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I desire. 
with the permission of the House, abso- 
lutely to repudiate any motive save that. 
of obtaining the information l-asked fon 


H.M.S. “  EURYALUS.” 
Mr. RICHARD CAVENDISH (Lanea- 
shire, N. Lonsdale): Can the Secretary 
to the Admiralty give the House any 


information as to the fire on the “ Eurya- 
jlus”’ ? 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A. tele- 


| 


fol- | g 


gram has been received at the Admiralty 


lowing telegram, dated to-day, has been | to the following effect— 


received— 


“* Regret to report, owing to bursting of a, 
tube in boiler of ‘ Daring,’ tender to “Excel: | 


lent,’ last evening, the following man was killed | sheathing from 19 it. 6 in. 
and fol- | and 17 ft. forward, and plating to top height 


| 


Al | much damaged and plating buckled. 
Court of i inquiry sits | under control at present and no fire on board 


| ship. Further report will follow.” 


—Alfred E. Reed, stoker, O.N. 278027, 
lowing injured, severely burnt: Fred Paffet, 
chief “ stoker 3 H. Elliott, stoker; Thos. 
Parks, stoker; George Gammon, stoker. 
doing well except Parks. 
this morning.” 


“The Ramsden basin jetty against which 
‘Euryalus’ is berthed took fire about 10 a.m. 
to- day. Subsequently attacked ship, involving 
water-marks aft 


above this, extending from the after casemates 
on starboard side to stem; sheathing very 
Fire 





59 Questions. 
INDIAN FAMINE COMMISSTON REPORT. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : | 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the Report of the Indian 
Famine Commission was signed at 
Naini Tal on 8th May ; and, if so, whether 
he will undertake to present it to Parlia- 
ment without delay. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 


INDIA (Lord G. Hamiiton, Middlesex, | 


Ealing): There will be no undue delay 
in publishing the Report when finished, 


but I have not yet received it, nor am | 


I aware that it is complete. 


FRANCE AND MOROCCO. 


Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the} 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 


Affairs whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment has consented to any extension of 
French influence in Morocco. 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN 
CRANBORNE, Rochester) : 
is in the negative. 


The 


answer 


Mr. NORMAN: May I ask whether | 
'report of the coroner’s inquest, held 


the noble Lord can say, without notice, 
whether this brief but very 


Morocco. 


[No answer was given. 


CHINA—GERMAN GARRISON AT 
SHANGHAI. 

Mr. NORMAN: Is the noble Lord 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
in a position to give any information 
or explanation as to the statement that 
Germany proposes to retain her military 
force at Shanghai * 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: In Septem- 
ber last the German Government landed 
a certain number of troops at Shanghai 
for the purpose of assisting to keep order 
in that region. We 
the Germans intend to continue the 


maintenance of a garrison there, at any | 


rate, for the present.. I am not aware 
that any explanation has been furnished 
to us of this intention. 


INSPECTORS OF MINES. 


{COMMONS} 


AFFAIRS (Viscount | 


welcome | 
answer also applies to the desert behind | 
‘cellar at the house of Mrs. 


understand that | 


(uestions. 60 


|of State for the Home Department 
whether, in the event of a mines in- 
spector, permanent or temporary, being 
‘appointed for a district including any 
| part of Wales or Monmouthshire, regard 
| will be had to the provision of the Coal 
| Mines Act, 1887, according to which 
| persons having a knowledge of the 
| Welsh language shall be preferred. 
*THe SECRETARY or STATE For tue 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcue, 
| Croydon): The answer is, certainly. 
Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS : Is it not 
| the fact that a new inspector has already 
‘been appointed to succeed Dr. Foster 
' who does not understand Welsh ? 


*\Mr. RITCHIE: I do not see how that 
arises out of the question. I think the 
| hon. Gentleman is misinformed, however. 
| 
| DISPOSAL OF 





BODIES OF DECEASED 
INFANTS. 

| Sm JOHN KENNAWAY (Devon- 

'dhire, Honiton) : I beg to ask the Presi- 

dent of the Local Government Board 

if his attention has been directed to the 


at Birmingham on 3rd June, on the 
bodies of thirty-one infants found in a 
Knowles ; 
and seeing that a Select Committee 
reported in 1894 that the state of the 
law with respect to the disposal of the 
bodies of deceased infants and children 
is unsatisfactory, and made _ recom- 
mendations in regard to its amendment, 
whether he can hold out hopes of intro- 
ducing early legislation to deal with the 
abuses shown to exist. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, 8.) : The reply to the first 
paragraph of the question is in the 
affirmative. The matter reported on by 
the Select Committee referred to is 
receiving my careful attention. I should 
be very glad to be able to deal with it, 
but I fear I cannot hold out any expecta- 
tion of legislation on the subject during 
the present session. 


| fRATE COLLECTORS AND DENOMI- 
NATIONAL SCHOOLS. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merio- | 


nethshire): I beg to ask the Secretary |N.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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State for the Home Department whether | LAIN, Woreestershire, E.): It rests with 
he is aware that in some districts (for | the Government of the colony to take the 
instance, in the parish of Terrington | necessary steps to comply with the Trea- 
St. Clement, and elsewhere, in the|sury conditions. I am not aware of 
county of Norfolk) the rate collector | anything which need prevent them 
for the district is accustomed to collect | from doing so. 
along with the poor rate and other dis- 
trict rates cose = now pe denomi- | LOANS FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 
national schools by placing them upon! 7 sex ant-CoLoneL PRYCE-JONES 
the rate ticket in the same way as the 
ry | (Montgomery Boroughs): I beg to ask 

properly levied rates are placed; an nL A OEY ER C8 

ithe Secretary to the Treasury whether 
seeing that money is obtained from | 4] = : ‘ : 

ve can say upon what grounds the 


ee ayers without their havin pate . és : 
a oid gs ae Saas seaalk ceaarens oa! | application of the Newtown Urban Dis- 
sages pay | trict Council was refused for a loan of 
are voluntary, whether, having seen 


ping Tit, Ree | between £30,000 and £40,000 from the 
examples of such rate tickets, he wi | Public Works Loan Board to enable that 
request that these practices be discon- body to purchase the existing gas works, 
tinued. ‘and ean he state when such application 
*Mr. WALTER LONG: I have made! may be renewed with a prospect of 
inquiry as regards the particular parish | success, what was the balance standing 
mentioned, and I find that the facts are | tothe account of such Public Works Loan 
substantially as stated in the first para-| Board at the end of the past financial 
graph of the question. The practice | year, and what are its commitments for 
complained of is, I think, open to much | the present year. 
objection, and I have informed the , 
collector accordingly, and requested him! Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
to discontinue it. is not anticipated that the money 


. en ceeerream | (£7,000,000) placed at the disposal of the 
{ ae Tin a rg eg Public Works Loan Board by the Public 
aay oe ei ae Works Loans Act, 1900, will be more 


ng ; than sufficient to meet » applications. 
Mr. ALBAN GIBBS (London) : I beg dation ‘is yeriod petted Sipe’ 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, I y “a 


itl rd to the conditions prescribed for the classes of loans which have the 
with regaré ( e co s se > 
by the Treasury for the security of at claim on the Board—namely, loans 
lonial Stock hicl trust for works which Parliament has ex- 
Colonia ou ai w sae : — red pressly intended to be encouraged, and 
“eiheng ne he “9 Fo amen I te vy | loans to those local authorities whose 
1900, whet ee ene cet Seen cee powers of borrowing in the open market 
the Jamaica Government Inscribed Stock a candids Gutied In tee 
issued in exchange fc » First \ gage |’. Bak ‘ aan ‘ 
B vi ee a = Ste —— circumstances, the Commissioners are 
ialls te t of Sion calidiena akc obliged to refuse applications for loans 
alls short of those co w i nes swe 
; alge pape tage ; for commercial undertakings, such as 
and by what means it will be brought 


> | gas-works. The Commissioners will 
rithi m; and whether there exists | ° . aay 
within them ; and v : ‘| probably find it necessary to maintain 


cog and, if so, what Rabowmaees why the this refusal until the conditions become 
lreasury should not further prescribe more favourable for the raising by the 
under that Act such conditions as will at | State of large sums of money fox the 
once render available for investment purpose of 5 er loans. On: the 3ist 
by trustees any Colonial Stock which, \farch last the amount still unissued of 
like the Jamaica Government Inscribed | tp, £7,000,000 sanctioned for the Board’s 
Stock referred to, is charged on the} 
general revenues and assets of the colony | 





loans by last year’s Loans Act was 


Sealand acanbiidands Wii th "Paci £2,531,206. The amount now unissued 
in priority vances SUTY |is £1,303,114. The Board’ it~ 
secured thereon to the satisfaction of the | z aiaghiniac 


Rasiaat’ desk dia Meena. ok thas ;ments in respect of loans which they 


, ei] anted but not yet 
under the Colonial Loans Act, 1899. {¢. to £4°764,697, enh bulk — oo Se oe 


* Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 | ever, will not ‘all to be issued during the 
tHe TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- | currency of the present Act. 
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POSTAGE STAMP PERFORATION. | should stop at Llannwehllyn to leave 
Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- | mails, the Postmaster General would 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary to the | remind the hon. Member that this ques- 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster | tion was considered only a few weeks 
General. whether he is aware that the! ago. As the result, he was informed 
sheets of postage stamps at present issued | that, according to a letter from the rail- 
to the public display a tendency to tear| Way company, an additional stop at 
anywhere but along the lines of perfora- | Llannwehllyn would make the arrival 
tion, and whether he will take steps to | at Dolgelly ten minutes later than at 
have this peculiarity corrected. | present. It would be impracticable for 
the mails for Llannwehllyn to be put out 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It | at that station, as suggested, from the 
is undesirable to adopt a system of per- train as it passes through. The Post- 
forating with larger holes than those at | master General regrets that, in view of 
present employed, because the sheets of the inconvenience to the public which 
stamps at the various post offices would would thus be caused, he is unable to 
not keep entire. The stamps would be adopt the suggestion. 
liable to become separated whenever the ; ; ees 
sheets were handled. The dividing of MARAIG BURIAL GROUND. 
the sheets is greatly facilitated by tearing! Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
them first in the long direction and | beg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre- 
afterwards across. senting the Secretary for Scotland, 
‘ Bs . whether his attention has been called 
Mr. ARTHUR LEE: May [ point out to the fact that the burial ground at 
that the stamps of foreign countries do Maraig, North Harris, is so overcrowded 
not tear in the same way, so that the that the average depth of earth sur- 


difficulty could be easily overcome. mounting the coffins is only nine inches ; 
and, in view of similar conditions which 
WELSH MAIL SERVICE. prevail in burial grounds in many parts 


of the Hebrides, will the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Scotland take such steps 
as may be necessary in the interest of 
the public health. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether he is aware that letters addressed | 
to Llannwehllyn are now conveyed by) *[THre LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
ear from Bala, a distance of over four Granam Murray. Buteshire) : The burial 
miles, and that a postman on foot follows | ground of Maraig was closed against 
the ear along the same route to within a all interments by Order in Council made 
mile of Llannwehllyn, when he branches | jn November last on the representation 
off and works a district, which is also, of the Secretary for Scotland. The 
worked or overlapped by two postmen Local Government Board for Scotland 
from Llannwehllyn; and, as the train | require every sanitary inspector to report 
that delivers letters at Bala passes through to them annually on the condition of the 
Llannwehllyn Station on its way to! burial grounds within his district, and, 
Dolgelly, and in view of the saving where necessary. action is taken on such 
to the Post Office Department and} reports. P 
the convenience to the parish of 
Llannwehllyn, would he arrange for the! SCOTTISH MEDICAL OFFICERS OF 
letters for that place to be dropped at | HEALTH. 
the station as the train passes through. Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The Advocate if he will state the number of 

; 2 Ris ae imedical men holding appointments as 
postal service to Llannwehllyn is arranged | 


<n lg agama hte the | medical officers of health in Seotland : 
r . > "av ser » , “ - 3 
vay ; . 'and will he say how many of these 


hon. Member, but no more satisfactory | 
arrangement can be devised, except at an 
increased expenditure, which would not 
be justified. With regard to the sugges-;} *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: There 
tion that the mail train for Dolgelly | are 278 medical men holding appoint- 


i medical officers possess a public health 
diploma. 
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ments as medical officers of health in 
Scotland, and of these 61 possess a 
diploma in sanitary science, public health. 
or state medicine. 


SCOTCH BURGH AUDITORS. 
CoLoneL DENNY — (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether, in the event of any burgh 
in Scotland having a local Act of its 
own, the Secretary for Scotland has any 
power to appoint an auditor. 





*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Town Councils Act of last year requires 
the Secretary for Scotland to appoint | 
an auditor for every burgh, except the | 
five large burghs. I am of opinion that | 
this duty, which is an affirmative one, | 
must be exercised notwithstanding the | 
provisions of any local Act. | 

| 


THE NATIONAL GALLERY. 
Mr. LODER (Brighton) : I beg to ask | 
the First Commissioner of Works | 
whether his attention has been called to | 
a report recently made by Mr. W. F. 
Sherman on the danger from fire to} 
which the National Gallery is exposed ; | 
and whether he can see his way to so| 
amend the Bill dealing with the subject | 
which he has introduced into the House, | 
so as to include in it powers to secure a | 
sufficient isolation of the Gallery to pro- 
tect it effectually from all risk of destruc- 
tion by fire. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF | 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Douc.ias, Kent, | 
St. Augustine’s): Yes, Sir, my attention | 
has been called to this opinion, and it is | 
now under the consideration of my | 
Department. With regard to the second | 
paragraph of my hon. friend’s question, | 
I do not see my way to an extension of the 
provisions of the Bill which has this 
session been introduced. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- | 
shire, W.): When do the Government 
intend to make some reasonable attempt 
to pass the National Gallery Bill, which 
appears on the Orders of the Day ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: T shall be 
glad to take the first opportunity of pass- 
ing it, but I cannot ask my right hon. 
friend to give it a first place. 
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VISITORS TO KILLARNEY—ACTION 
OF POLICE. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that an international boat race 
between Pennsylvania University and 
Dublin University will take place next 
July on the Lakes of Killarney, and if, in 
view of the fact that this event will cause 
a number of visitors from America and 
other countries to visit Killarney, he 
will give directions to the police authori- 
ties at Queenstown and elsewhere to 
desist from asking the names and examin- 
ing the persons and luggage of such 
visitors under the pretext of searching 
for arms. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): Passen- 
gers arriving at Queenstown are politely 
invited by a member of the constabulary 


|to give their names and destination. 


The practice has existed for many years, 
and the information has invariably been 
freely and cheerfully given by passengers. 
The action of the police causes no incon- 
venience to visitors. The police do not 
examine the persons or luggage of pas- 
sengers. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Are 
tourists in Ireland bound to give their 
names? I hope they will not. 


POLICE AND UNITED IRISH LEAGUE 
MEETINGS. 

CapTaINn DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that for some time past police 
constables from Castle Martyr, county 
Cork, have made a practice of attending 


| meetings of the United Irish League held 


in the neighbouring villages of Dun- 
gourney and Mogeely, and posting them- 
selves as sentries at the doors of the 
premises in which the meetings are held ; 
and, inasmuch as English Members are 
not subjected to police supervision when 
addressing their constituents, will he 
state why and by what authority, when 
the Member for East Cork attended a 
meeting at Mogeely, in his own con- 
stituency, on the 2nd of this month, two 
police constables stationed themselves at 
the door of the building in which the 


C 
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meeting took place throughout the pro- 
ceedings, and declined to inform the 
Member for East Cork by whose authority 
they thus acted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The practice re- 
ferred to was enjoined in respect only of 
branches which had distinctly com- 
mitted themselves to acts of intimidation. 
In such cases the police have been directed 
to attend in close proximity to meetings 
with the twofold object of inspiring con- 
fidence in the victims of intimidation 
and of collecting evidence in the event of 
an attempt being made to renew it. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): Is not 
the objectionable practice complained of 
permanent throughout Munster, and is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
police attend meetings of the divisional 
executive and try to hear what is going 
on? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question refers to two or three specific | 
eases, which have been answered. 


Mr. POWER: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give specific directions that 
in the case mentioned and in other cases 
brought to his notice the police shall dis- 
continue conduct which would not be 
tolerated in England ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply is in the 


negative. 


Mr. FLAVIN: What act of intimi- 
dation was committed by the O’Dorney 
branch that the police should stand out- 
side the doors and windows of the house 
where the meetings were held? 


Captain DONELAN: What charge, if 
any, has been brought against the two 
branches mentioned in the question ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think 
that arises from the answer, but I may 
say that reports have been presented 
stating that resolutions have been passed 
by the particular branches referred to, 
which are aimed at individuals, and that 
is, in my opinion, a sufficient reason for 
the attendance of the police. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Will the police attend meetings of the | 
Orange Lodges from now up tol 2th July? 


| 


{COMMONS?* 


| Departmental 
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DUBLIN POLICE AND MUSKETRY 
INSTRUCTION. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, S.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if it is 
intended to send members of the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police to Hythe to undergo 
a course of musketry drill; and, if so, 
is there any intention to arm the force 
with rifles ; and, if not, will he state what 
is the object of having them trained in 
musketry drill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has been misinformed. It is not intended 
to send members of the Dublin Metro- 
politan Police to Hythe to undergo a 
course of drill in musketry, and it has 
never been contemplated to arm that 
force with rifles. 


BALTIMORE (CORK) POSTAL DELIVERY. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can now state if an improved 
postal delivery for Baltimore, County 
Cork, has been decided on. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General regrets to find 
that in view of the heavy cost of the 
present postal service to Baltimore, as 
compared with the revenue from the 
correspondence, he would not be justified 
in incurring further expense for the 
purpose of improving the service. 


Mr. GILHOOLY : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Cork and 
Bandon Railway Company offered to 
convey the mails from Skibbereen to 
Baltimore at the same rate of remunera- 
tion ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am not aware of that, but I will inquire. 


PUBLIC SERVICE EXAMINATIONS— 
MODERN LANGUAGES. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : ] 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, with a view to the encourage- 
ment of the study of modern languages, 
he will appoint a Parliamentary or 
Committee to inquire 
whether fuller recognition should be 
given to these subjects in university 
scholarships and in the Indian Civil 
Service, the Navy, and other examina- 
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tions, which mainly determine the curri- 
cula of secondary schools. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- | 


SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): As the hon. Gentleman is probably 


aware, the Government have no control | 


over the subjects selected for the examina- 


tion for scholarships in the universities, | 
but no doubt in regard to the other | 
examinations the subjects are chosen | 


with a view to the particular duties which 


have to be perfqrmed, and the importance | 
of the knowledge of foreign languages is ' 
recognised by the award of a high rate | 


of marks. I do not think the suggestion 


of a Committee is at all necessary under | 


the circumstances. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. EDWARD MORTON 
port): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is now‘able to state 


when the remaining Naval Votes in| 
Supply will be taken, and what is the | 


order in which they will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to take 


the Navy Estimates on Friday. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: When will 


the Vote for the salary of the First Lord | 


of the Admiralty be taken ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 


there is not much chance of reaching it 
on Friday night, but we shall go on with 
the Estimates in the following week, 
unless there is a general desire to take 
some other Vote. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman undertake to put 
it down first on Friday week ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 


Thanet): What business will be taken 


on Thursday ? 
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Mr. LODER: May I ask who is 
responsible for the unprecedented 
arrangement of the Order Paper to-day ? 
By whose authority have the Govern- 
ment Orders been put down first ? Has 
/such a course ever been followed before 


| on a Tuesday ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: The first Govern- 
ment Orders are put down in italics in 
view of the probability that the Govern- 
ment resolution giving precedence to 
Government business would be carried. 
I think the hon. Member will agree that 
that was a convenient course, and | 
| believe it is usual. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘An Act to amend certain provisions of 
the Solicitors Acts, 1839 to 1894.” 
[Solicitors Bill [Lords]. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 

That they have given leave to Viscount 
Esher to attend in order to his being 
examined as a witness before the Select 
Committee appointed by this House on 
Public Accounts, his Lordship consenting. 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

That they concur with the Commons 
| in their resolution, “* That it is expedient 
that a Select Committee be appointed 
to join with a Committee of the Com- 
‘mons to consider the constitution of 
| Queen Anne's Bounty Board, and to re- 
port whether any economy and efficiency 
‘of administration would be promoted 
by any change in its constitution or by 
its amalgamation with any other body.” 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
BILL [Lords]. 
| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the| _ Read the first time ; to be read a second 


main business will be Supply, and I shall 


'time upon Monday, 24th June, and to 


put down the Board of Trade Vote first, | be printed. | Bill 207.) 
after possibly some uncontroversial Votes. | 


Mr. LUCAS (Portsmouth): Will the | 
right hon. Gentleman consider the possi- | 
bility of putting Vote 14 down early— | 


the one dealing with naval pensions? | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Questions of | 
naval policy must, of 
precedence. 


course, have 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS). 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Sir, there are two occasions after 
the Whitsuntide holidays on which, 
according to the almost immemorial 


C2 
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practice of the House, it has been found 
necessary by successive Governments to 
ask for privileges in the matter of time. 
The second of these occasions has been 
baptised by an irreverent public as “ the 
massacre of the innocents.” That occurs, 
as a rule, at the latter end of July, when 
the business of the session is, at all events, 
approaching a conclusion, and I do not 
propose anything in the nature of a 
massacre on this occasion, nor is it usual 
when the Government, about the middle 
of June, asks the House for further time 
and facilities for Government business. 
As regards the general programme of 
Government legislation, I have not much 
to tell the House that every Member 
of the House is not already perfectly 
familiar with. I have no unexpected 
or startling statement to make in respect 
of the Government Orders of the Day. 
We must, of course, get through the 
measures which embody our financial 
policy—the Budget Bill and the Loan 
Bill. We must pass the Rating Bill, 
which is, I fear, a controversial measure. 
We must pass the Education Bill, which 
[ hope will not be a controversial measure. 
There is the Factory Biil. with which I 
trust we will make substantial progress 
to-night, and which I understand, from 
the best sources of information, is not 
likely in any case to occupy any very 
lengthened space of parliamentary time. 
There are, of course, in addition, the 
Departmental Bills, with regard to which 
it is not necessary or usual to make any 
statement at this period of the session. 
I ought to say, however, in addition to 
this statement, that my right hon. friend 
the Vice-President of the Board of Educa- 
tion proposes to introduce a Bill on the 
subject of the dismissal of teachers in 
elementary schools. I mention that, 
because I gave a pledge some time ago 
that I would state whether or not such 
a Bill would be introduced when I made 
the usual announcement with regard to 
yovernment business. I think it will be 
admitted that that is not an excessive pro- 
gramme of Government business, and 
that no undue drafts are being made on 
the time or attention of the House. But 
I think it will also be granted that, 


while that is the case, nevertheless | 


there is no reasonable prospect of our 


being able to get through this amount of | 
business unlegs the House wi!l grant the | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


|Government the facilities which have 
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been invariably granted to our prede- 
cessors when they came at this period 
of the session to ask for them. It may 
be that some private Members will object 
to even this moderate draft on their 
time ; but I may perhaps be allowed to 
say with regard to the present session 
that such inroads as have been made 
upon the time of unofficial Members 
have not, so far at all events, been made 
by the legislative programme of the 
Government as distingutshed from their 
financial proposals, because, as the House 
is perfectly well aware, practically the 
whole time at the disposal of the Govern- 
ment has hitherto been taken up either 
by Supply, or by the Civil List Bill, or by 
the Finance Bill. [An Hon. Memper: 
Questions.] My hon. friend says ‘“ Ques- 
tions,” but that is not time at the disposal 
of the Government. All the time at 
the disposal of the Government has been 
taken up in the way I have described. 
Under these circumstances, I do not 


‘think that, even apart from what I am 


about to say upon the subject of private 
Members’ legislation, there is any sub- 
stantial grievance this year, at all events, 
in connection with the claims which 
we now make upon this House. Two 
Wednesdays are left by my resolution 
to be dealt with under the Standing 
Orders for those Bills which have made 
most progress, though, in a manner 
which I shall describe, I propose to 
retain a third Wednesday for private 
Members’ Bills. The two Wednesdays 
which are embodied in the resolution 
carry out the precedents with which 
the House is familiar, and probably two 
Wednesdays are, roughly speaking, all 
that ought to be, or as a rule can be, 
granted for this particular purpose. 

So far I have said nothing the House 
will not have anticipated, and I hope 
I have said nothing which gentlemen 
in any part of the House can raise objec- 
tions to. So far the demands of the 
Government are extremely reasonable, 
and are not in any sense straining the 
patience of the House or asking for 
undue or exceptional privileges. I now 
come to that part of the statement, 
which has been long promised, with 
reference to certain legislation which is 
in the hands of private Members. I 
have been bombarded by questions 
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from time to time from both sides of 
the House with regard to the Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill 
and the Beer Bill. It is, as the House 
knows, the custom for the Government at 
the end of the session to ‘‘ star,” as it 
is technically called, those private Bills 


which are really uncontroversial—uncon- | 


troversial in the sense that no Gentleman 
in any part of the House seriously desires 
to defeat them—and give them privi- 


leges in regard to order and time. In| 


the treatment of those Bills there never 
is any difficulty on the part of the Govern- 
ment. But when you come to Bills 
like those I have mentioned, which 
cannot, at all events at present, be de- 
scribed as wholly uncontroversial in the 


full sense in which I have used that | 


term, a» much more difficult and em- 
barrassing problem is necessarily raised 
for those responsible for the arrange- 


ment of the business of the House. | 


What does the difficulty in dealing with 


these Bills arise from? It arises chiefly | 


from the fact that we have an entirely 
different measure of time when we are 
dealing with private Members’ legislation 
than we have when we are dealing with 


Government legislation. It is the esta- | 


blished practice, dating long before you, 
Sir, presided over this Assembly, that on 


Wednesdays a private Member's Bill, | 


the discussion on which begins at twelve 


o'clock, is practically closured at half-past | 


five. The Bill may be of a most compli- 


cated and far-reaching description, it may | 


deal with the fundamental Constitution | 


{11 June 1901} 


(Government Business). 74 


| fundamentally different measure for what 
is considered appropriate discussion on a 
| Bill which emanates from a_ private 
| source as compared with the discussion 
| on a Bill which emanates fromtheGovern- 
|ment Bench. That system may be a 
| good system or a bad system; on that 
I should be out of order in commenting. 
| But it has this consequence, which I beg 
|the House to consider—it would enable 
| the Government, unless the House were 
watchful, to introduce some far-reaching 
| measure as a private Member’s Bill, take 
it over after it had passed the critical 
stage of a Wednesday afternoon's debate, 
make it their own, and give it all the 
privileges of a Government Bill. [A 
laugh.| I do not quite know why that 
statement excites a smile. I am giving 
‘an account of parliamentary business ; 
it is not meant in a controversial sense. 
I am speaking as the Minister who for 
the time being is responsible for the 
business of this House; and the pecu- 
liarity I have adverted to in the different 
treatment of Government and _ private 
| legislation is one the public outside do not 
understand, and, I venture to say, never 
'can be made to understand. It is one 
of those esoteric secrets which all Members 
of this House comprehend and practi- 
cally all who are not Members of this 
House do not understand. I think it 
would be a grave abuse if any Govern- 
ment were to allow a really controversial 
/or party measure to be brought in by 
a private Member, to pass through 
an often perfunctory discussion on a 








of this country, it may affect the interests | Wednesday, to be divided upon in the 
of a vast class, it may have consequences | perfunctory manner in which Wednesday 
of the most far-reaching description ;| Bills are divided upon, and then, after it 
but the discussion, beginning at half-| has passed a First and Second Reading in 
past twelve, and sometimes later, is, by | that manner, to allow it to become part 
the usages of this House, thought to | of the Government programme and to 
have run its appropriate time when it | have all the privileges of a Government 
arrives at half-past five. And these are | measure—-to have in its infancy all the 
Bills which have not been introduced | privileges of being the offspring of a 
under what is commonly, though in-| private Member, and in its mature 
accurately, described as the ten minutes | growth all the advantages of being under 
rule; they have not been discussed on | Government patronage. 

the First Reading, and they have been| This argumentative preface, Sir, brings 
introduced without a word of explanation| me to the conclusion which I want 
on the part of the hon. Members in| the House fully to realise, that it is 
charge of them. If anybody will compare | really a most difficult and delicate 
the fate of a private Bill in these pre-| matter to deal with the class of private 
liminary stages with the fate of a corre-| Bills which is not of the wholly uncontro- 
sponding measure introduced by the| versial type to which I adverted a few 
Government, he will see that we have a| moments ago. I have done my best to 
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consider whether I should be in any way 
infringing upon the broad principles I 
have just laid down by giving some | 
further privileges, at all events, to the | 
two Bills in regard to which I have been | 
so often questioned in this House—the 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children 
Bill and the Beer Bill. I propose on | 
Wednesday, the 26th of this month, to 
put down as the two first Orders of the | 
Day the motions for sending the Sale of | 
Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill and | 
the Beer Bill respectively to Grand Com- 
mittees. When those motions are dis- | 
posed of, which, I think, ought not to | 
take long, the remainder of the day will | 
be devoted to those private Members’ 
Bills which still remain on the Paper, 
to be dealt with in the order in which | 
they would have been dealt with if 
Wednesdays had remained in the un- 
controlled possession of private Members. | 
That being the proposal, I have to ask | 
myself and the House whether in doing 
so I have infringed upon the broad | 
principles which I have ventured to lay 
down, and which, | think, ought to 
govern the conduct of the business of this 
House. I hope and believe that I have 
not. I think, from what I can learn, | 
that the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to 
Children Bill is one of those Bills the 
feeling in favour of which is not simply 
to be estimated by the magnitude of the 
majority in favour of it on the Second 
Reading, and is still less to be estimated | 
by the number of petitions which have | 
been brought up in countless multitudes, | 
and no doubt could be brought up if it | 
were desired, and have been brought up, 
on the other side. We all know—we | 
have had painful and personal experience | 
of it—the facility with which petitions | 
can be got up, especially when there is 
any great organised body interested in 
the legislation. affected. Therefore I do 
not pretend to judge the support which 
this Bill has in the House or out of it by 
the majority on its Second Reading on | 
a Wednesday, which is a fallacious test, | 
or by the number of petitions in its 
favour, which is even still more fallacious. 

I have done my best to make myself | 
acquainted with the current of feeling | 
in the country and in the House, and to | 
forecast as well as I could the kind of | 
modifications which might be made in | 

Grand Committee on the Bill which, as 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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believe, would go very far to bring back 
this measure into the category of really 
uncontroversial measures with which 
the House would be able to deal without 
occupying parliamentary time at all. [ 
hope [ am right in that. With regard 
to the Beer Bill, to which, so far as the 
Grand Committee is concerned, | 


think similar privileges should be granted, 


I cannot forecast with the same assurance 
what course is likely to be pursued in 
Grand Committee. I do not know 


exactly what Amendments are likely 


to be proposed or adopted. If those in 
charge of the Bill and responsible for it 
were fortunate enough—and I trust 
they may be—to make that Bill also 


/something very like an uncontroversial 





measure—I do not say a measure 
commanding assent in every part of 
the House, still, having behind it a 
general body of opinion irrespective of 
party in the House—I hope that Bill 
also will in its later stages run a favour- 
able course and be transferred to the 
Statute-book. But I can give no pledge 
as to further time as regards either of 





these Bills. I am giving them every 


advantage; I am giving them what, of 
course, they could not have had without 
the intervention of the Government— 
namely, the advantage of going to a 
Grand Committee. I have every reason 
to believe that as regards one of these 


| Bills there can be little doubt that its 


course will be prosperous and successful. 
and I entertain similar hopes, though 
not such confident expectations, with 
regard to the other. 

Sir, I think that I have succeeded 
in making the policy of the Govern- 
ment plain. Whether I have been 
equally fortunate in carrying with me 
the general opinion on both sides of 
the House I do not know. But I venture 
to make an appeal to the House in 


_reference,not to the general businessof the 
| session, but to to-night’s business. I hope 


hon. Gentlemen will second me in trying 
to keep the discussion on this resolution 
within the narrowest reasonable limits, 
| in view of the Bill which stands first on 
the Order Paper to-night if I carry my 
resolution. On both sides of the House 
there is a great desire to see the Second 
Reading of that Bill disposed of to-night, 
and I trust the House will second me 
in carrying it out. Let unofficial Mem- 
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bers please bear in mind that this pro- 
posal is made in their interests. I have 
done more for them by this proposal than, 
I think, any Government has ever 
done—I have not only given them, 
practically, three Wednesdays instead 
of the usual two Wednesdays, but I have 
also indicated that the Government will 
in certain very probable contingencies 
give even further facilities for forwarding 
these Bills. Under these circumstances 
[ hope I may ask in return that this 


resolution shall not lead to a long and | 


exhaustive debate, in view of the Second 
Reading of the Factory Bill, which it is 
so desirable we should deal with to-night, 
in order that it may be sent as soon as 
possible to a Grand Committee. I beg 
to move the resolution standing in my 
name. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That, for the remainder of the session, 
Government Business do have precedence 
on Tuesday and Wednesday (except 
on Wednesday, the 12th, and Wednesday, 
the 19th of June), and that the provisions 
of Standing Order 56 be extended to all 
the days of the week.”—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): This motion is a 
motion dealing with the business of the 
House, and | am constrained by the 
very vivid recollections of the most 
recent parliamentary experience to say, 
when we speak of 
Parliament, that we have had to-night, 
I think, an example as flagrant as any 
we have ever had of one department in 
which a change in the rules governing 
our business is certainly required—I 
mean what we have seen again and again 
in this session, as well as in previous 
sessions, but what, I think, is becoming 
more frequent, the occupation of the 
most valuable part of the time of the 
House on some important night, when 
the House is impatient fo proceed with 
serious business, by private business. 
I commend to the right hon. Gentleman 
that fact as one of the most urgent and 
most serious with which he can deal. 
And I think a little light is thrown upon 
the practice—which is a practice, appar 
ently, beyond anyone’s control at present 
—by the fact. which we can easily dis- 
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‘cern, that it is always on those nights 
| when the right hon. Gentleman is 
going to move some important Bill or 
motion of this kind, and when, therefore, 
there is a large attendance of Members, 
that the agents for Bills contrive to put 
private business on the Paper. I merely 
take the opportunity of saying that by 
the way, before commencing any criti- 
cism on what the right hon. Gentleman 
has said. 

In the first place, I wish to say 
something on that part of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech which concerned 
itself with certain private Members’ Bills. 
Although I was glad to hear the proposals 
he made, I was not quite able to follow 
the right hon. Gentleman in the dis- 
tinction which he drew between the 
/experience of Government and private 
Members’ Bills. He seemed to think 
that private Members’ Bills were in- 
adequately discussed on the stage ot 
the Second Reading, because there were 
only a few hours available, and that then 
the opinion of the House was taken. But 
—-I speak with due submission to your 
authority, Mr. Speaker--I am under the 
impression that that is the case only 
where the Bill has been before the House 
on several previous occasions, and that in 
those cases which the imagination of the 
right hon. Gentleman conjures up, 
where some great constitutional change 
was introduced under the auspices of a 
private Member on a Wednesday after- 
noon, the Speaker would allow the ad- 
journment of the debate in order that 
the matter might be thoroughly discussed, 
I think the right hon. Gentleman over- 
stated his case somewhat. He told us 
that there was a great danger in this 
| practice, because the Government might 
surreptitiously bring forward a measure 
of their own under the name of a private 
Member and, as it were, get a start of 
the House. But I am not sure that 
we have not had cases recently of the 
‘Government taking advantage of a 
| private Member’s Bill in even a more ex- 
'traordinary manner than this, because 
I believe in another place a Bill intro- 
‘duced by a harmless and unthinking 
spiritual lord has been taken bodily 
possession of by the Government and 
‘converted into, practically, a measure 
of their own. So that I think that the 
| right hon. Gentleman need not be afraid 
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that our mode of conducting business 
gives undue opportunity for such a pro- 
ceeding. The proposal which the right 
hon. Gentleman makes as to the mode of 
dealing with the two Bills to which he 
referred seems to me a perfectly wise and 
proper one. I agree with everything 
said with regard to the Children’s Bill, 
as to the strong feeling, the strong senti- 
ment, that pervades the country on the 
subject ; and I earnestly hope that, by 
a little give and take, the Standing Com- 
mittee will be able to make of that Bill 
such a measure as shall not only give im- 
mense satisfaction to the sentiment, but 
also carry with it the general approval, 


of Members of the House. Regarding 
the Beer Bill, I am somewhat in the 


same position as the right hon. Gentle- 
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much rather see massacred. I find a good 
many measures stated in the King’s 
Speech of which we have heard nothing. 
There is a Bill for reconstituting a Court 
of Final Appeal. I think itis time to say 
whether that is to be carried out. We 
were told of it last year, but it was sud- 
denly and mysteriously dropped. Again 
it appears this session. What has become 
of it? There is also the Sale of Land to 
Tenants (Ireland) Bill. What has be- 
come of that? What is to be its fate ? 
There is a Bill dealing with the lunacy 
laws; and there are, further, Bills 
relating to water supply, stopping drun- 
kenness in public-houses—-a very good 
thing if it can be done, and that, I suppose, 
is to be engrafted upon the episcopal 
Bill to which I have referred. But there 


man. I have not that familiar acquaint- ii is another Bill, which I think is of first- 


ance with it which would enable me to 
measure the volume of sentiment or 
opinion which may be behind it. But | 
if in that case also it would be possible | 
to come to a harmonious conclusion 
it would be a very good thing. I rather 
think, however, that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will have to be converted 
in the process, because I have some 
recollection of the fact that he lodged 
a very strong protest against the Bill, 
and I believe he recorded his vote against 
it, but of that I am not quite so sure. 

So much for these private Bills. Now I 
come to the proposals of the Government 
with regard to the general time of the 
House. No doubt it must be admitted 
at once to the right hon. Gentleman | 
that it is usual at this time of the year 
after the Whitsuntide holidays, to take | 
that measure of the time of the House 
which the right hon. Gentleman now 
proposes. The only observation I would 
make on this occasion-is this, that he has 
already made larger inroads on the time 
of private Members than I have ever seen 
made before in any previous session. 
In itself the motion, however, is in accord- 
ance with the practice of ‘the House ; 
but the right hon. Gentleman now, as last 
year, has not said anything—-or has said 
very little--of the business which the 
Government propose to submit to the 
House of Commons for the rest of the 
session. He spoke of the massacre of the 
innocents. Unfortunately, it isthe inno- 
cents that are massacred. There are 








| And rightly so. 





one or two of his children that we should 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 


rate importance—-the Lite1 sees Copyright 
Bill, on which the right hon. Gentleman 
has said nothing. He has spoken only 
of two great measures, the Rating Bill-- 


the Bill for continuing the grant 
in aid of rates--and the Educa- 
tion Bill. Unfortunately, these are 
measures which will occupy a_ very 


great deal of the time of the House. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to con- 
template that the Rating Bill would be 
strongly opposed. I do not wish him to 
lay any flattering unction to his soul as 
to the Education Bill. It is well to speak 
plainly ; that Bill is one which will un- 
doubtedly require the close consideration 
of the House, will excite strenuous opposi- 
tion, and will occupy a great deal of time. 
1 know I cannot discuss 
that now—I should be out of order in 
so doing ; but we must remember that 
this Education Bill is really a revolution 
of the whole educational machinery of 
the country. It is more than that, 
because it is not a complete Bill in itself. 
It is the prelude to something that is to 
follow. We have been told more or less 
plainly by the Vice-President, but in 
explicit terms by the Leader of the House 
himself in a letter that has been pub- 
lished, that it is intended by the Govern- 
ment that this new authority which is 
to be set up, and to which many of us 
have very strong objections, will have 
entrusted to it next year or at some 
subsequent time the whole control of the 
primary as well as the secondary educa- 
tion of the country. That makes this 
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Bill of unusual importance and difficulty ; 
and whatever objections we may find to 
the Bill within its own limits and as it 
stands, those objections are very much 
increased and the difficulty made much 
greater when we remember that it is 
merely the first stage in the process that 
is to be continued further. It is natural 
that we should like to be quite sure of 
the depth of the pool of water before we 
step into it. I wish it, therefore, to be 
distinctly understood that there will 
certainly be a great amount of strenuous 
opposition to much that is in this Bill, 
possibly to the whole Bill. At all events, 
it will give rise to a prolonged and serious 
controversy in the House. That the 


right hon. Gentleman should invite 
the House to embark upon _ this 


task in the middle of June, almost 
within sight of the final recess, seems 
to me not to imply a proper estimate 
otf what is demanded of the House 
of Commons. There are one or two 
other Bills, and there is one of which no 
mention is made—the Manceuvres Bill. 
We were told that, as part of the great 
improvements which were to be made in 
our military system, there would be a 
Manoeuvres Bill introduced this session. 
What I would say is that no such Bill 
as that, because of its importance, how- 
ever urgent it may be, ought to be 
introduced at the end of the session 
and hurried through. With regard to 
Supply, the right hon. Gentleman is 
giving a day this week to the Navy 
Kstimates. With regard to the Army 
Estimates, the right hon. Gentleman 
was asked several questions yesterday 
as to what he proposed to do in order to 
give the House an opportunity of dis- 
cussing the Report of the Committee 
which has been considering the re- 
organisation of the War Office, and there 
is some idea of taking that opportunity 
on the Vote for the War Office itself. 

would venture to point out that that Vote 
is already heavily burdened. In the first 
place, there is the ordinary discussion 
which we have in ordinary years; in 
the second place, there is the whole ques- 
tion of the conduct of the war in South 
Africa ; and if in addition to that you are 
to discuss this particular question of the 
reorganisation of the War Office, I do not 


think there will be room in one day, or | 


in two days, for the discussion of three 
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| such large subjects. The right hon. 
| Gentleman has, as I have said, made 
this motion, which is the usual motion. 
| Those private Members and others who 
feel aggrieved at being deprived of their 
time at the usual periods of the session 
will, no doubt, blame this further 
encroachment. I can only say that, 
although I sympathise with them in 
that feeling, what the right hon. Gentle- 
man has proposed is only in accordance 
with practice, and for that reason may be 
accepted in good faith. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
The Leader of the House stated that he 
did not intend to enter into the task of 
the massacre of the innocents, but he 
went on to say immediately afterwards 
that the country and the House 
generally knew what was the programme 
of the Government, and he then pro- 
ceeded to say what Bills should be pro- 
ceeded with this session—the Rating Bill, 
the Education Bill, the Factories Bill, 
and so on, clearly by that method per- 
forming the task of the massacre of the 
innocents, and clearly indicating to the 
House those measures which the Govern- 
ment intended to proceed with, and, by 
exclusion, those measures it was intended 
to sacrifice. I noticed, not without 
interest, but without surprise, that the 
one Irish measure mentioned in the 
King’s Speech was one with which the 
Government proposed not to proceed, and 
the result is that for the remainder of 
this session no more time will be given 
to Irish Members. For that reason I rise 
at once to express the view that we 
who sit on the Irish benches hold with 
regard to this motion, and to explain 
why we intend to give it vigorous opposi- 
tion. 

The Leader of the House founded his 
motion, as he said, upon precedent, and 
the Leader of the Opposition intimated 
general approval of the motion, also 
because it was founded upon precedent. 
Now may I be allowed to say that the 
precedents of this House in dealing with 
Irish matters are not likely to have much 
weight with Irish Members. The uni- 
form precedent with respect to Irish 
legislation in this House has been to 
| ignore and neglect the interests of Ireland 
and suppress the voice of the Irish people, 
|/who have been brought here to this 


' 
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Parliament against their will, under the | Exactly the same answer was given in 


pretence that this Parliament had the 
will, the knowledge, and the time to 
legislate wisely and justly for Ireland. 
I venture to say the experiences of this 
session and the circumstances with which 
this motion is surrounded this afternoon 
are conclusive proof that this Parliament 
has neither one nor the other of those 
qualifications. There may be, and I do 
not deny that there is, in the breasts of 


many Members of this House, a great 
amount of goodwill towards Ireland, 


but when it comes to neglecting English | 


reforms in order to secure the passage 


of Irish reforms, that good will vanishes | 


into thin air. The circumstances sur- 
rounding the motion proposed by the 
Leader of the House are a conclusive 
proof that this Parliament as at present 
constituted has neither the will nor the 
time to legislate wisely and justly for 
Ireland. 


What has been our experience this | 


session? When we first came to this 
House to formulate Irish grievances we 


used to be met with the statement that | 


those grievances did not exist, but this 
session, 
Chief Secretary, that policy has wholly 
changed. Now the 
the grievances and hold up their hands 
in despair and say, “ 
them, because we have not the time.” 
If there is one grievance more than 
another which now oppresses the people 


under the egis of the present | 


Government admit | 


We cannot deal with | 


| the case of the Labourers Bill whch we 

| introduced ; the grievance was admitted, 
but it could not be dealt with for the 
want of time. Now we are asked to give 
our remaining time over to the Govern- 
ment. If the Government proposed to 
use a portion of this time for grappling 
with Irish grievances I would be the last 
| to refuse it to them, but after their having 
‘failed to grapple with those grievances 
| during the whole of the session, I think 
the Irish Members would be very foolish 
if they did not resist the motion by every 
means in their power. 


Now, I desire to enter a protest against 
what I call the indecent farce of putting 
in the mouth of the Sovereign at the 
commencement of a session a solemn 
promise to deal with grievances of this 
kind when there is never the remotest 
|hope or intention on the part of the 
| Government of doing so. I am sure the 
| Leader of the House is too candid a man 
'to stand up and say that when this 
| promise was put in the King’s Speech he 
either hoped or intended to bring this 
measure forward. No, Sir. It was put 
in as a blind, as a piece of parliamentary 
| humbug, because the growth of the land 
purchase movement in Ireland in forcing 
land purchase has been growing in power, 
and is strong enough to compel the 


|Government to put this promise in the 


| strong, 


of Ireland it is the slow process of the | 
work of land purchase in Ireland under | 


the Land Purchase Act, 
was put forward in the King’s Speech 
for dealing with the grievance. To-day 
we find ourselves in this position, that 
that Bill goes by the board, and the 
Government take up the position that 
they 
have not the time. The 
applies to the grievance of Irish educa- 
tion, which the First Lord of the Treasury 
himself admits to be a real grievance, 
but which for want of capacity, or will, 
or time on the part of this House cannot 
be remedied. Another grievance which 
affects the industrial classes of Ireland, 
and which is also admitted, we are told | 
cannot be dealt with, and the suggestion 


and a scheme | 


King’s Speech ; but it is not sufficiently 
or turbulent, or menacing to 
compel the Government to go further 
than to place it in the Speech from the 
La . 

Throne, and compel them to introduce 
and push a measure through the House. 
I certainly hope that when the Chief Secre- 


| tary comes back to Parliament next year 


he will find that the events in Ireland 


| ° 
| have been of such a character as to, as 


cannot deal with it because they | 
same remark | 
/a measure through the House. 


he says, strengthen his hand, but, as I 
say, to compel the Government to pass 


Who 


|can say it is an unreasonable thing to 


| 


| ask the Government to give us this time? 


But apart from Irish affairs, as the 
motion stands, the Government are 
practically asking for the whole of the 
time of the session. Never was a demand 
less justified. The experience of the 


| session has been not merely that there has 


for the appointment of a Vice- regal Com-| been no Irish legislative programme, 


mission cannot, we 


are told, be adopted | but there has been no British legis- 


this session because there is not time. | lative programme. At this period of 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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the session the Government find them- 
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elves in a worse position, so far as the | 


necessary business of the House is con- 
emed, than any Government 
modern times. Yet there has been no 
Government which has.taken so much 


time from private Members as. this | 


Government this session. There has 
never been a Government in office 
vhich has had so much power in this 
House as the present ; it is not merely 
that they have had the closure, and 
jave used it more relentlessly and _re- 
norselessly than any Government be- 
jore, but they have forged new rules 
and taken away the one privilege from 
the House of raising questions upon 


of | 


| 


(Government Business). &6 


I ask, Sir, is it not time to give 
up the idle pretence that the House 
of Commons as at present constituted 
can ever properly fulfil the important 


| task of attending to the great Imperial 


affairs of this ever increasing Empire, 
with its new problems arising from day 


|to day, and from its extension from 
/year to year, and at one and the same 
time deal effectively with the perhaps 
‘more humdrum, but certainly in my 


opinion equally important problems 


‘which arise in the local affairs of Eng- 


land, Scotland, and Ireland? Sir, it 
is not obstruction. It is the inherent 
difficulty—the inherent impossibility, I 


‘would say—of the situation which has 


Mr. Speaker leaving the Chair upon | 
ging into Committee of Ways and | 


Means. They have added more strin- 
gnt rules to push their business than 
iny other Government in the past, and 
yet they have used their time with 
es effect than any other Government. 
[think altogether upon the question 





of the treatment of Ireland no case 
hs been made out for this reso- 
lution. The Government now find it is 


impossible for them to get through | 
what they consider the necessary busi- | 


ness of the session, and one cannot fail 
to be amused to hear and read ocea- 
jonally the ill-informed cry of obstruc- 


tion to account for the breakdown of 


the Government. There has been no 
obstruction. [Ironical cheers.] It is 
very significant that those cheers come 
om new Members of this House. 
s the best authority upon obstruction 
in this House? The First Lord of the 
Treasury. He was one of the inventors 
of obstruction. For years I sat at his 


Who | 


et on these benches learning from the 


fourth Party the art of obstruction. 
The right hon. Gentleman knows what 


taim that there has been any obstruc- 
tion of public business. He has not 
done so because he is too candid and 
vel informed in this matter, and he 
inows from his experience of the last 
wenty years that this session there has 
not been anything in the nature of 
obstruction. 


arisen owing to the change, so to speak, 
of the character of the work which 
comes to this House, and owing to the 
enormous increase of the duties and 
responsibilities of Parliament. Let me 
take an example. Take the case of any 
great British reform. Or, I will put 
Ireland on one side altogether, and say 
take the case of any great English reform, 
for which practically the whole of the 
English people are clamouring, but 
which necessitates close and prolonged 
consideration in this House. Under 
the present system all that is necessary 
to postpone for years the consideration 
and settlement of that question is that 
some great Imperial question should 
arise, like that which has arisen in con- 
nection with South Africa, and at once 
all great local reforms are blocked and 
shelved. You are beginning to find out, 
and you will find it out more and more, 
year by year, that it is an impossible 
thing—a thing which has never been 
accomplished by any nation in history 
hitherto—for one and the same assembly 
to fulfil the duties of a great Imperial 


‘Senate and at the same time to dis- 
obstruction is, and he has made no) 


What has been happen- | 


ing in this session has been simply the | 


inevitable result of the system of working 
in this Parliament as at present con- 
stituted. 


charge the duties of the local legisla- 
tures of three separate countries. Some 
foolish people—and, indeed, they are 
foolish people—attribute what I may 
call the breakdown of the House of 
Commons to the Irish Members. They 
do us too much honour. No, Sir, 
if Ireland had been disfranchised, if 
Ireland’s voice had not been heard here 
at all, this process would have gone on 


| just as it has gone on, and you would 


have found yourselves face to face with 
the problem, which you cannot solve 
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under your present system, and by the 
House of Commons as an instrument 
constituted as it is. 

I have read with infinite amuse- 
ment the statement confidently made 
that all this can be remedied if only the 
Government will pluck up heart of grace 
and call an autumn session, in order to 
amend the Rules of the House. Some 
people have gone the length of saying 
that the whole evil could be remedied if, 
forsooth, the right of asking questions 
were taken away from Members, or were 
limited. A more futile or absurd sugges- 
tion was never made. I am one of those 
who value the right of putting questions. 
I have never approved of putting irrele- 
vant questions, or of attempting to 
occupy the time of the House by asking 
questions. I have always thought that, 
from the point of view of the country, 
from the point of view even of the 
Government, it is a most valuable right, 
and I have always deprecated any 
attempt to prolong questions by un- 
necessary questions from time to time. 
But suppose that you attack this right 
of putting questions, suppose you elimi- 
nate it altogether—which is an impossible 
thing—what doyougain? At the very 
outside, perhaps an hour or less per day. 
If instead of destroying the right of 
questions—which you could not do— 
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you limit it in some way, you will save | 


perhaps half an hour per day. Is it 
seriously contended that this hopeless 
block of business of the House of Com- 
mons, this hopeless block of the business 
of the country, this scamping—as you 
say, the necessary scamping—of Supply, 
this, as you say, necessary postponement 
of great British reforms, and all these 
things which you have seen this session 
—is it seriously contended that all this 








MONS} 98 


|carefully and fully discussing Supply, 
and of having sufficient time to deal with 
problems affecting the wellbeing of the 
| people of England, Scotland, and Ireland, 
| I say that that cannot be done so long as 
this assembly remains at one and the 
/same time a great Imperial Senate, and 
also the local Parliament of England, 
| Ireland, and Scotland. You may go on 
| as you are going on at present, session by 
| session, taking more time from private 
| Members, diminishing the right of 
| private Members to speak or to ask ques 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


(Government Business). 





tions, and so on ; you may go on session 
by session converting this assembly more 
and more into an instrument for simply 
registering the decrees arrived at by the 
| Cabinet ; you may do that, and by doing 
| it palliate the state of things temporarily. 
| You will not palliate it very much, but 
you may palliate it temporarily ; but at 
| what cost ? For the sake of a momen- 
| tary lull in the agony of the patient you 
| 


will be giving the patient a drug which 
you must know will end in the depriva- 
ition of the patient’s life. The House of 
|Commons cannot continue to exist if 
| this system of treatment is meted out to 
jit. I say that if hon. Members desire 
|the House of Commons to regain the 
position which in my belief it has largely 
lost in the estimation of the people of this 
country, if it is desired that this House 
should once more emulate the usefulness 
|and freedom of past days, that desire 
| will be carried out, not by still further 
‘limiting the rights and privileges ot 
| Members, but by some great system ot 
devolution, whereby there will be de 
| volved from this assembly all those local 
|national affairs which you have not 
| either—I was going to say the will, but! 
| had better not say that—but which you 
knowledge, 


certainly have not the 


can be remedied by gaining half an hour | capacity, or time to transact here, and 
a day by depriving Members of this right | the accumulation of which hangs like a 
of questions, or by curtailing that right ?| millstone around the neck of this Parlia- 
No rules which man can devise can| ment. In saying this I really have been 
possibly get the House of Commons out | speaking to a large extent more from the 
of the position in which it is. No| British than the Irish point of view. 
depriving of private Members of a little| From the Irish point of view, even what 
more of their time here and a little more | I have sketched out would not go to the 
of their time there will enable the House | full length ef our demands. But I say 
of Commons to rehabilitate itself in the | that in that direction lies the only hop 
public estimation. No. What is neces-| of the House of Commons. I am per 





sary is that the House of Commons | fectly convinced that year after year, a 
should once more be able to exercise its| the House of Commons ceases more and 
most legitimate and primary function of | more to be a really free deliberative 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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assembly, and becomes more and more 
an instrument for registering the decrees 
of the Cabinet, more and more you will 
be approaching to the time when it will 
be impossible for the House of Commons 
to exist at all. In my -belief, the only 
hope is that the accumulation of these 
arrears of national work belonging to 
the three countries at home, and work 


one which has engrossed the entire of this 
session—will have the effect of awaken- 


countries to the necessity of doing here 
that which has been done with success 


men who have the knowledge. 

For the reasons I have mentioned, I 
take the strongest possible view against 
this motion. I regret the fact—but I 
suppose it is almost inevitable—that when 
these motions are made the members of 
the Front Opposition Bench will support 
the Treasury Bench. Of course they 
have to face facts as they are. 
forward to the date, sooner or later, when 
they will be called upon to take up the 
government of the country, and the 


perhaps in a future Parliament they 
may have to make similar requests. I 
suppose, therefore, that it is natural that 
the Leader of the Opposition should 
express a qualified approval of this | 
motion, and that he should not walk into | 
the lobby against it. But I am con-| 
vineed that in his heart and in bis con- | 
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science he realises substantially, at any 
rate, the justice of what I have been 
saying. I am also convinced that it 
would be better for him and his party if | 
he took a strong course upon matters of 
this kind, and, in defence not only of the 
right of private Members, but also, I 
would say, of the continued existence of 
the House of Commons itself, walked 
into the lobby against such motions as 
this. 





'*Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford) : As one of those who have watched | 
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arising from time to time out of these | 
great Imperial problems—such as_ the | 


ing the minds of the people of these | 
| most cheerful alacrity, because our posi- 


in almost every other civilised country | 
inthe world, namely, the sub-division of | 
labour, by allowing men to have the | 
responsibility of carrying out the govern- | 
ment of themselves, the placing of the | 
responsibility upon the shoulders of the | 
| it before Whitsuntide. 


They look | 


gentlemen of the Front Opposition Bench | 
no doubt have to think of the time when | 
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with much interest the fortunes of the 
Beer Bill, I naturally listened with the 
greatest attention to the statement of 
my right hon. friend, and more particu- 
larly to that part of it in which he indi 
cated the intentions of the Government 
in regard to the future progress of that 
measure. As I understand, my right 
hon. friend is willing in any case to grant 
facilities for the reference of this Bill to a 
Grand Committee. I cannot help say- 
ing that, if that concession had been 
made when we asked for it some weeks 
ago, we should have received it with the 


(Government Business). 


tion then would have been this. The 
Standing Committee on Trade was at 
that time absolutely free from all other 
business. No other Bill was before it, 
nor was any other Bill in a position to be 
referred to it, and there would have been 
ample time to pass the Beer Bill through 
The first Wednes- 
days after Whitsuntide would then have 


| been available for its further stages, and 


we should have had every reason to hope 
and believe that the passage of the Bill 
into law was practically assured. It is 


evident, therefore, that we have not got 


all that we asked for, or all that we hoped 
for. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I meant to deal 
with that point. The course which my 
right hon. friend urged us to take, and 
which he regrets that we did not take, 
would have had this fatal objection—that 


| it would havemade the Government inter- 
/vene in the fortunes of the ballot, and 


disappoint the legitimate hopes of hon. 
Gentlemen concerned for other private 
Members’ Bills. I do not think it would 
have been possible for us to do that. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: I do not wish to 
press this point, nor did I raise it for the 
purpose of controversy, but rather 
for explanation. As my right hon. 
friend said very justly only a few minutes 
ago, the reasons why measures do not 
advance as rapidly as their supporters 
desire are frequently not in the least 
understood by the country, and I was 
making that statement very much for 
that reason. As I was saying, it is evi- 


dent that we have not got all that we 
asked or hoped for, as people in this 
world —at all events in my experience—- 
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very seldom do. What I understand is|the hon. Member for Waterford in the 
that, unless this Bill returns from the | powerful speech he has just made on 
Committee more highly controversial | the very much wider aspect of devolution. 
than it is at present, we may have every|I hold by the faith with which Mr. 
reasonable expectation that in the natural | Gladstone inspired many of us in 1885 
course of things it will be allowed to go | and 1886 in that matter, and I was glad 
through its remaining stages. I am/|to hear the point put so forcibly and 
very glad to think that that probably will | clearly by the hon. Member this evening. 
be the case, otherwise I should have | In regard to the attempts of unofficial 
found myself under the painful necessity Members to initiate and carry through 
of being in direct conflict with the legislation, I really think it is time we 
Government upon the motion now be-| made up our minds on the matter. | 
fore the House. The Leader of the! ventured to make a few remarks on the 
Opposition pointed out that at all events | &th February, 1899, when the usual 
there was one member of the Govern-| motion was made at the beginning 
ment—the Chancellor of the Exchequer | of the session with regard to the ballot 
—who would have to be converted. for Bills, and I stated then that on ex- 
However that may be, I am encouraged | amining the facts for a period of years 
by the knowledge that, whatever the I found that out of every hundred Bills 
Chancellor of the Exchequer may have introduced only about four ever received 
done, many of his colleagues voted | any discussion ona Wednesday afternoon 
in favour of the Bill, and I am therefore | in this House, while only two made any 
somewhat more sanguine than the right further progress. For the past ten or 
hon. Gentleman opposite with regard to | twelve years practically no Bill, unless 
the fate of the measure. I look forward | it has been of an absolutely uncontro- 
with confidence to the Bill passing versial character, has passed through 
through Committee in a condition which | this House on the initiative of an un- 
will make it not more _ contro-/ official Member. The reason is not far 
versial than it is at present, and,on the to seek. When there is put into the 
whole, though we have not received all hands of every individual of the 670 
that we desired, I think I may say on Members who form this House the power 
behalf of the supporters of this move- of stopping every stage of a Bill after 
ment that we are not ungrateful to my a specified hour, you are providing 
right hon. friend for the course he has | a weapon by which anyone is enable 
taken. to stop practically all legislation from 
‘unofficial sources. We all know that 
Sr WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- by tar the larger number of the Bills 
mouthshire, W.): I think there is clearly now appearing on the Paper, whether 
a hope that the Beer Bill may emerge|they be Government or other, will 
from the Committee in a less contro- | never receive the slightest discussion 
versial form. The Committee will have in this House. I really think that 
the advantage of having before it the this is a matter which demands at- 
report of the committee of experts, of tention. The right hon. Gentleman 
which I saw an account in The Times| made an announcement with regard 
the other day, and in which they say | to certain Bills being sent to a Standing 
that the more general form of arsenic in| Committee. I did not gather whether 
beer is due to malt rather than to sugar. | he promised to grant Government facili- 
If the Bill is recast from that point of | ties to those Bills when they emerged 
view it will certainly emerge from the | from that Committee, because that after 
Committee in a less controversial form. | all is the vital point. 
. ae en . | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I made no 
*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, | promise. I thought I made it perfectly 


Rushcliffe) : It is impossible to consider 
; : ‘ Aaah clear that that depended » shape 
this motion otherwise than in its effect | I ¢ upon the shape 


. . . ,|/in which they emerged from the Com- 
on the whole machinery of unofficial : 5 om 


: : F ~ | mittee. 
Members’ attempts to legislate in this 
House. I do not find myself very far| *Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I only wished to 
removed from the position taken up by | know the fact. I have some experience 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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of those Committees, and, to one who is 
anxious to see the machinery of this 
House working effectively, it is a pitiable 
thing to see Members coming down 
by the score to attend these Committees, 
and devoting a great deal of time to 
passing Bills through, conscious all the 
while that at the end of their labours 
nothing further will result. Last year 
the thing reached what might be 
described as a farce. Standing Com- 
mittees met, but were unable even 
to form a quorum, because Members 
were aware that the whole of their time 
would be thrown away. With regard 
to Bills which have passed through Com- 
mittee of the whole House, surely it is 
time some steps were taken to make 
effective the provision of our Standing 
Orders which, after Whitsuntide, places 
Bills in the order of their progress. 
I remember very well that that rule 
was adopted in the hope that some- 


thing would come of _ Bills intro- 
duced by unofficial Members. But let 
us look facts in the face. Is there 
any Member who has the © slightest 


experience of this House who will not 
admit that an unofficial Member, what- 
ever his fortune in the ballot may be, 
has little or no chance of passing a 
measure through the House if it has 
in it the slightest element of a contro- 
versial character? We find ourselves 
this session in a most peculiar position. 
Finance dominates the whole situation. | 
Everyone knows—the right hon. Gen- 
tleman has pointed it out—that, what | 
with Supply, the Civil List, and the | 
finance arising from the war, no legis- 
lation of a practical or effective character | 
is possible if it is to have that reasonable 
amount of discussion which all legislation | 
ought to have in this assembly. In The 
Times of yesterday the following remarks 
were made— 


“ At the same time many people feel that the 
failure to pass the majority of the Bills that 
have figured in Speeches from the Throne 
during recent years would not be an irreparable 
and paralysing loss to the country. At a time 
when Parliament and the nation have to 
grapple with the tremendous political and 
financial problems involved in the South 
African crisis, there is no ardent desire on the 


part of the people to keep fiddling about what | 


are called social reforms.” 


There is a great deal more truth in that 
statement than might perhaps be ac- 
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knowledged as yet inthe House. Finance 
and this terrible South African problem 
will mainly absorb the time and attention 
of the House of Commons, in my opinion, 
throughout this Parliament. I do think 
we are entitled to have from the right 
hon. Gentleman a little more specifically 
a statement of what he really intends 
to carry through the House of Commons 
and what he intends to drop. He spoke 
of the massacre of the innocents at the 
fend of July. Why should we go on 
| wasting our time through another 
six or seven weeks over matters which 
|may not be further proceeded with ? 
| Why should he not tell us exactly the 
|measures the Government mean _ to 
|press? I regret that we have not time 
iseriously and quietly to consider our 
| procedure with a view to making more 
| effective our rules with respect to legisla- 
tion by unofficial Members. I recognise 
\that the Government must have the 
time for the purposes of Supply and the 
great Finance Bill—and really the right 
| hon. Gentleman might have given us 
/some information with regard to that 
measure, because that will certainly 
take three or four weeks. Under these 
circumstances I do not feel at liberty to 
oppose the motion of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, but I do earnestly hope that he 
will see to it, during the remainder of the 
time he asks us to sit here, that the busi- 
ness should be so allocated that, at all 
events, at each week-end we may feel we 
have done something practical. 





Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
On behalf of a great many Unionist 
Members who are associated with me 
on the question of licensing reform, | 
desire to offer our hearty thanks to the 
Leader of the House for the arrangement 
| he has made with regard to the Children’s 
| Bill. We have been somewhat troublous 
‘in that we have put many questions, 
'had many interviews, and sent many 
| memorials, and we now acknowledge 
| with heart-felt gratitude the very hand 
some manner in which the right hon. 
Gentleman has met us. When the 


news is flashed through the country 
that the Government are going to help 
on the Bill which will protect little 
children from the evils of the public- 
house, there will be a thrill of heart-felt 
gratitude and joy all through the 
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country that the intensity of the feeling 
on this subject has been recognised. 
We thank the right hon. Gentleman for 
what he has done, and we hope that 
when the Bill comes out of Committee, 
amended as the case may be, he will 


{COMMONS} 


‘of it, and it is only opposed by a very 
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small section of this House and the 


country. That same section also opposes 


give facilities that the measure, which | 


is so strongly desired by all lovers of 
children and those who are interested 
in the sobriety of the country, may be 
placed on the Statute-book, and by so 
doing he will earn the everlasting grati- 
tude of a large number of his fellow 
countrymen and countrywomen. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): May I be allowed to make a very 
strong protest against the action of the 
First Lord of the Treasury in having 
for the second time taken the date fixed 
for the Committee stage of the Marriage 
with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill. 


the Church Discipline Bill, but the 
country is thoroughly Protestant and the 
people are determined not to be priest- 
ridden. J have received innumerable 
newspaper articles from the colonies ex- 
pressing strong indignation as to the way 
this Bill has been treated this year. | 
would like to ask the right hon. Gentle. 
man whether he thinks that the under 
taking given last year by the Prime 


| Minister to the Australian representatives 


The long holidays have deprived the , 


country of a measure which would 
otherwise have been passed this session. 
I am of opinion that if the House had 
met at the usual time, and if we had not 
had extra long holidays, it would not 
have been necessary now to take up 
the time of private Members. I think 
some consideration is due to hon. Mem- 
bers of this House, and the First Lord 
of the Treasury might help us to get this 
Bill referred to the Grand Committee 
on Law. I may remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that the House has already 
expressed its opinion very strongly on 
the Second Reading, and his remarks 
about the closure did not refer 
to the Deceased Wife's Sister 
because when the closure was moved 
the discussion had practically ceased, 
a number of hon. Members were talking 
about their own private affairs, and 


nobody knows what the hon. Member | 


addressing the House at the time was 
talking about. I believe that the 
general opinion of the House is that 
this measure should receive fair and 
generous treatment. This question has 
been before the House for at least a 


Bill, | 


upon this subject has been loyally 
carried out by the course which the 
Government have now taken. I do 
implore the House not to trifle with the 
very strong feeling which exists in the 
colonies upon this question. Those 
colonies have loyally stood by us and 
fought for us, and they are now more 
especially deserving of consideration at 
a time when the Duke and Duchess of 
Cornwall are honouring ladies of high 
position in Australia, who, if they came 
to this country, would be branded as 
persons of immoral character and would 
be denied access to the Court of their 
Sovereign. 


*Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough): I wish 
to take this opportunity of cordially 
expressing to the Government 
indebtedness for what they propose to do. 


my 


With regard to some of the remarks 
made by the right hon. Gentleman on 
the other side, they remind me of the 
old saying that that which is true is 
not new, and that which is new is not 
true. He has referred to what he calls 


‘the lately printed Report of the Com- 


quarter of a century, and it has been | 
earried both in this House and the House. 
| great many people in every corner of the 


of Lords. I am aware that this Bill does 
not excite that enthusiasm which some 
Bills naturally give rise to. 


At the) 


mission. Now that is not an official 
Report, nor is it a report of the Royal 
Commission. A commission appointed 
by the brewers is certainly not a Royal 
Commission, and with regard to arsenic 


‘in malt the Report says that it is so infini- 


tesimal that, practically, it need not be 
taken into consideration at all. I believe 
I am expressing the opinion of all sup- 
porters of this Bill in this House, and of a 


country, when I say that we are thankful 
to the Government for the consideration 


same time I think there is a general they have shown us in regard to this 
feeling throughout the country in favour | measure. 


Mr. Tritton. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I now| 


be allowed to make an appeal to hon. 
Members to allow the resolution to be 
decided upon. I make this appeal in 
‘the interests of the Bills which are to 
come before the House 


{li June 1901} 





Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden): I want to refer to the very | 
strong feeling which exists in the eastern 
counties of England in favour of this 
Pure Beer Bill. Farmers and agricul- | 
tural labourers are united in regard to 
the necessity for this Bill being passed, 
but, so far as my experience of this House 
goes, referring Bills to a Grand Com- 
mittee at this period of the session means 
that they will be massacred, and will not 
be passed into law. Unless we have 
some better assurance from the First Lord 
of the Treasury I feel that there. will be 
great disappointment amongst those in- 
terested in this Bill because of the danger 
of its non-passage into law. The First 
Lord of the Treasury has said that no 
pledge as to the future can be given by 
the Government, and [ am afraid that will 
give great dissatisfaction throughout the 
country not only with regard to this 
Bill, but also in regard to many other 
measures which are ripe for legislation. 





Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
cordially join with my hon. friend the 
Member for Norwood in thanking the 
right hon. Gentleman for what he has 
done for the Children’s Bill. I only desire 
to ask one question. I wish to know if 
the Bill to be introduced dealing with 
the dismissal of teachers will apply to 
Scotland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, it will not 
apply to Scotland. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): 1 
would like to know if the promise made 
by the right hon. Gentleman involves 
‘the introduction of the Military Loans 
Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, 
Bill will be introduced. 


that 


Mr. KEARLEY : I should like to ask 
when the right hon. Gentleman intends 
to proceed with it, because I regard it as 
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a pernicious system that these Bills 
should be introduced at the very end of 
the session. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth) said he desired to make a brief 
statement with regard to the Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill. 
When the Bill was read a second time, 
he was one of those who spoke and voted 
against it, and in so doing he felt bound 
to complain that they were somewhat mis- 
represented. He must enter a protest 
against the tone of the hon. Member 
behind him, who asserted that those who 
opposed the Bill had no interest in chil- 
dren or in their welfare. 


Mr. TRITTON: I said nothing of the 


sort. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS was bound 
to say that that was what he gathered. 
He desired to add one word to explain 
the attitude he adopted. The First Lord 
of the Treasury had alluded to the habit 
of hon. Members of pointing out many 
faults in the measures which came for- 
ward on Wednesdays and then voting 
for the Second Reading. He preferred 
the doctrine laid down by the late Lord 
Randolph Churchill in the debate on 
this subject in 1886, when he said that 
if one felt so much objection to a measure 
as this the right process was to vote 
against it. As he imagined there would 
be no further opportunity of speaking 
in the House on this subject, he rose to 
say that those who voted against the Bill 
were not opposed to all temperance 
reform. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! ‘The 
hon. Member will not be in order on this 
occasion in discussing motives for voting 
on the Second Reading of a particular 


Bill. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS: May I 


make the simple observation in conclu- 
sion that, while I was one of those who 
spoke and voted against this Bill, the 
course I then took must not be taken as 
being altogether against temperance 
reform or the welfare of children. 


Mr. E, J.C. MORTON (Devonport) : 
Severe? hon. Memtets who’ have spoken 
D 
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have expressed their gratitude that an| 
exception has been made with respect 
to the Children’s Bill. Although I agree | 
with those sentiments, I cannot help) 
feeling that the motion of the First Lord 
of the Treasury substantially amounts 
to a proposal to make private Members , 
pay for the sins of mismanagement of 
the Government. The wasting of time 
at the disposal of this House by the 


Government commenced at the very 
beginning of the session. The present 


session was summoned on the 17th 
of February, and I know of no reason 
why it should not have been summoned 
a week earlier. We had an unusually 
long recess at Easter and another at 
Whitsuntide, and now the First Lord 
proposes to take all the time from private 
Members with the few exceptions he has 
made. The right hon. Gentleman has 
not told us clearly what he intends to do 
with the time of the House. There are 
four Bills in which I feel a very special 
interest—the Finance Bill, the Loan 
Bill, the Education Bill, and the Bill for 
the renewal of the Agricultural Ratings 
Act. I should like very much to have 
some indication as to the period at which 
these Bills will be taken, and which of 
them is going to be taken earliest. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Finance | 
Bill. 


Mer. E. J. C. MORTON: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman give me some 
indication as to when heis likely to take 
the Education Bill ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [am afraid I 


cannot. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON: I hope the! 
First Lord will be good enough to give 
us the earliest possible information as 
regards the order in which these Bills 
are to be taken. 


| ment. 


*Mr. DELANY (Queen's County, 
Ossory) moved his Amendment to the | 
First Lord of the Treasury’s resolution, 
to except Tuesday, the 11th instant. He 
moved this because he desired to call | 
attention to a matter which affected his | 
constituency very much—he referred to | 
‘the question of the Barrow. drainage. ' 

Mr. EB, 7.0 


Marton. 
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The Barrow Drainage Commissions of 
1886 andthe Royal Commission on Irish 
Public Works of 1887 both reported in 
favour of drainage schemes in connec- 
tion with the river Barrow, and in 
1888 the Leader of the House intro- 
duced a Bill dealing with the subject, 
but he afterwards withdrew it. If in 
1888 the need for this scheme was 
so great, why was it abandoned and 
never introduced again? Widespread 
suffering resulted from the flooding of 
the river Barrow. Things have been 
growing worse from year to year, and 
at present four or five of the adjacent 
counties were in a critical condition. 
The area included some four o7 five 
large towns—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member will not be in order in 
dealing with that point. 


*Mr. DELANY said the Government 
were treating private Members very 
badly, and he thought the First Lord of 
the Treasury ought to have given them 
a month’s notice in his motion. In 
Ireland the taxes were already heavier 


_ than they were able to bear, and this 


was a purely domestic question to re- 
lieve a large and important portion of 
the country which might very properly 
be brought before the House. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would grant 
them facilities for dealing with this 
important question, which was one ot 
vital interest to his constituents. 


Amendment proposed— . 
“Tn line 3, after the word ‘on,’ to insert the 


| words ‘ Tuesday the 11th and.’ ”—(Mr. Delany.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope that the 
hon. Member will not press his Amend- 
I do not think that in any case 
it is possible for anything to be done in 
the Barrow drainage question this ses- 
sion. I assure the hon. Member how- 
ever that the subject is engaging the 
attention of the Chief Secretary. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said he 


was very sorry that a more favourable 
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reply had not been given, and unless 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland or the 
‘irst Lord of the Treasury, who knew 
the gravity of the condition of things in 
this part of Ireland, gave them some 
assurance that the question would 
receive attention, he should urge his hon. 
friends to proceed to a division. 


Mr HAMMOND (Carlow), said they 
had a right to demand from the Govern- 
ment an opportunity to discuss a matter 
of such grave importance to Ireland as 
the Barrow drainage scheme. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.) thought the | 
First Lord of the Treasury ought to, 
respond to the appeal which had been 
made to him from the Irish Benches, in 
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order that hon. Members might be made 
aware of the great defects and the de- 
struction of property which took place 
in those counties. It was no use the 
First Lord giving them visionary pro- 
mises, and it would be far more satisfac- 
tory if the Member for the Division 
affected (Mr. Delany) were allowed to 
move the motion on the Paper upon this 
question, which he was debarred from 
doing by the motion of the First Lord of 
the Treasury. It would be their duty to 
divide the House if they did not get a 
definite promise upon this question. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 107 ; Noes, 
146. (Division List No. 244.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Gurdon, Sir W. 


Ambrose, Robert Harwood, Geor 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bay!ev, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell. Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 


Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 


Lundon, W. 


M‘Govern, T 


Mather, Willia1 





| Griffith, Ellis J. 


| Hammond, Jobn* 

Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue.,Stroud | Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 

ge O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon, N 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 

| Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


Lewis, John Herbert 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Minch, Matthew 
Mooney, John J. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Brampton 


O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

tedmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

n Soames. Arthur Wellesley 

| Soares, Ernest, J. 

Sullivan, Donal 








Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dufty, William J. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 





Acland- Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allthusen, Augustus Henry E. | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | 


Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,ColJ ohn P. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper ry Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W | 


NOES. 


Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John | 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy | 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


D 2 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYFKS— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Balearres, Lord 


| Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Mane’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
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Balfour, MajKR(Christchurch | Hall, Edward Marshall . Pilkington,Lieut.-ColRichard Fello 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol | Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W.| Plummer, Walter R. Soret 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Banky, Launencel tkent,Ashl'd) | Pretyman, Ernest George Finla 
Bowles,Capt. H.F.(Middlesex) | Haslam, Sir Alfred S. Purvis, Robert Fishe 
Bull, William James Hay, Hon. Claude George | Randles, John 8. Fitzre 
Bullard, Sir Harry Heaton, John Henniker | Ratcliffe, R. F. Flant 
Butcher, Jobn George Hill, Arthur Rentoul, James Alexander Flowe 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Hoare, E. Brodie(Hampstead) | Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen Garfit 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. | Hogg, Lindsay | Ritchie, Rt. HonChasThomson Ged 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Hope, J.F(Shettield,Brightside | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye Gen e. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Heuldsworth, Sir William H. | Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) G oret 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r) | Houston, Robert Paterson | Seton-Karr, Henry eer 
Chapman, Edward Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) Simeon, Sir Barrington Gouk 
Charrington, Spencer Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) | Smith, HC( North’mbTyneside Grovi 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. Hudson, George Bickersteth Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. Hain 
Coghill, Douglas Harry Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Spear, John Ward Hall 
« nd Rt. Hon. Jesse Kenyon, Hn. ‘cf T. (Denbigh) | Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskiik Hanh 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) | Kenyon-Slaney, Col.W.(Salop | Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) Hard 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. Stock, James Henry Hasls 
Cranborne, Viscount | Laurie, Lieut.-General | Stone, Sir Benjamin Mes 
Crombie, John William Law, Andrew Bonar Stroyan, John Hen 
Dalkeith, Earl of Lawson, John Grant | Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G(Oxf’'dUniv Hill 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m | Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) | Thornton, Percy M. Hoar 
Denny, Colonel Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | Tritton, Charles Ernest Nene 
Dewar, T.R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo , Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward Senn 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Tuke, Sir John Batty Hoal 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. | Valentia, Viscount ous 
Doughty, George Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Walker, Col. William Hall ean 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Macdona, John Cumming Wanklyn, James Leslie te 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore Maconochie, A. W | Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton Huds 
Duke, Henry Edward M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- Solan 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord K “ae 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r |} Maxwell,WJH(Dumfriesshire | Willox, Sir John Archibald Kens 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne Melville, Beresford Valentine Wilson, John (Falkirk) I sca 
Fisher, William Hayes Middlemore, J. Throgmorton | Wilson, John (Glasgow) pot 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward A. Mildmay, Francis Bingham | Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. . 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh | Wodehouse, KtHn. E. R.( Bath) 
Flower, Ernest Morrell, George Herbert Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Garfit, William Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. Morton, ArthurH. A(Deptford) _ Young,Commander(Berks, E. Abra 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) | Murray,RtHnAGraham(Bute | piece 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | Murzay, Charles J.(Coventry) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— Allan 
Goschen, Hn. Geo. Joachim O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens Sir William Walrond and ‘Aller 
Goulding, Edward Alfred Parkes, Ebenezer | Mr. Anstruther. ‘A “ 
Groves, James Grimble Pease, HerbertPike(D’rlinyt’n Bar 
Hain, Edward Pierpoint, Robert Bell 
Blacl 
P 6 . : ae , Blake 
Main Question again proposed. Question put, “ That the Question be Bolar 
| now put.” Boyle 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, | ee 
and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Question| |The House divided :—Ayes, 144 ; Noes, Burt, 
be now put.” (110. (Division List No. 245.) Cald 
Cam 
Carvi 
AYES Cawl 
ey Chan 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F , Beach,Rt.Hn,SirM.H.(Bristol | Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse pie 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) Creat 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | Bowles,Capt.H.F.(Middlesex) | Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) Crem 
Arkwright, JohnStanhope | Bull, William James Cranborne, Viscount Culli 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh OU. | Bullard, Sir Harry Crombie, John William Dalzi 
Arrol, Sir William | Butcher, John George Dalkeith, Earl of Dela: 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham Dew: 
Austin, Sir John | Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. | Denny, Colonel Dillo 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Cayzer, Sir Charles William Dewar,T. R.(T’rH’mletsS. Geo. Doog 
Balcarres, Lord Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Duff 
Baldwin, Alfred Chamberlain,J.Austen(W’re’r | Disraelt, Coningsby Ralph Den: 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) | Chapman, Edward Doughty, George Evan 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Charrington, Spencer Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Fenv 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.(Leeds) | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore Field 
Balfour, MajKR(Christchurch | Coghill, Douglas Harry Duke, Henry Edward Flavi 
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Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marsha!}l 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Clande George 
Heaton, John Henniker 

Hill, Arthur | 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) | 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F.(Sh'ff'd, Brightside) | 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversh’m) 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-SJaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. | 
Laurie, Lt.-General 





Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc., Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Sarry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Evans,SamuelT. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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Law, Andrew Bonar | 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Maxwell: WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A(Deptford) | 
Murray,RtHnAGrabam(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
O’Neill, Hon. Herbert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbt. Pike(Darlington | 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard | 
Plummer; Walter R. | 
| 
| 








Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John S. 


Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Rentoul, James Alexander | 
Ridley,S Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas.Thomson , 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


NOES. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel! Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,ColJohnP.(Galw ay,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
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Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.? 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 


Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander(Berks,E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tip’er'ry, Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 


Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Welles!ey 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merth’r 
Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
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White, Patrick(Meath,North) | Wilson,Fred. W(Norfolk, Mid. 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Main Question put accordingly, 
for the remainder of the session, Govern- 
ment Business do have precedence on 


Tuesday and Wednesday 


Wednesday the 


Acland-Hood Bere: SirAlex.F. , 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Alien, Chas. P. (Gloue.,Stroud | 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J. (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds | 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christchureh 
Jeach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Boscawen, Arthur Gritfith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middles’x) 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. 
Coghill, Douglas on 
( ‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
( ‘orbett, "A. ( ‘ameron(Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Dalkeith, Ear! of 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’ml’ts.S. Geo. 
Disraeli, ( aleieslar Ralph 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r | 
Finlay, Sir Robt. sate utyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon | 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 


12th and Wednesday the 
19th of June), and that the provisions of 


Young, "Samuel (Cavan, East) 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


That, 
Balfour.) 


(except on 


Be 


AYES. 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Rbt. Wm. | 
Hardy,Laurence (Kent, Ashf'd 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 

Hill, Arthur 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightsd. 
Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J.(Midd. Totteaham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnstone, Hey w <p: (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,C ol. W .(Salop. 


| Lambton, Hn. Frederick W. 


| Law, 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Andrew Bonar 


| Lawson, John Grant 


Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 


| Lucas,ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 


Mae »dona, John C aia 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Maxwell,W JH(Dumfriesshire 


| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Murray,RtHnAGraham (Bute 


NOES. 


Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 


(Government Business). 


(Division List No. 2 


TELLERS FOR THE 


NorEs— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Standing Order 56 be extended to all 
the days of the week 


(Mr. A. J. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 144 ; Noes, 


146.) 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 


Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Plummer, W alter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

tandles, John S. 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

fentoul, James Alexander 
tidley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
titechie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 





Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC( North’mbT yneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot,Rt HnJ.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Verzon- 
W illoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
W odehouse, RtHn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

W yndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander(Be ks,! E. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Bell, Richard 
Black, Alexander William 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Blake, Edward 
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Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

‘Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 





Dufty, William J. 


Evans, Samuel 5 ie (Glamorgan) 
Fenwiek, Charles 

Field, W ‘illiam 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
‘Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J 


| Murphy, John 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, William 

Minch, Mathew 

Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 





Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. | 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, peg ad ry Mid | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor James( W icklow, W. 
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O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. - 

Pease, ome st W alden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Regiments ohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, Jobn Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel ‘Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 


| White, Luke (Yerk, E.R.) 


White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 


THE HOME 


part of the House to grant this Bill a 





Gurdon, Sir W. 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, George 


Brampton 


O’ Dowd, John 


Ordered, That, for the remainder of 
the session, Government Business do 
have precedence on Tuesday and Wed- 
nesday (except on Wednesday the 12th 
and Wednesday the 19th of June), and 
that the provisions of Standing Order 56 
be extended to all the days of the week. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


SECRETARY or STATE For 
DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircuiz, Croydon): In introducing this 
Bill to the House for First Reading, 
a short statement was made as to the 
main provisions of the measure, and in 
moving the Second Reading I propose, 
wittones unduly taking up the time of 
the House, to enter in rather~ more 
detail into those provisions. There seems 
to me to be a general disposition on the 


* THE 





O'Connor, T. P. (Liver 001) | 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | 


Patrick O’ Brien. 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Second Reading to-night, and as time 
is somewhat limited I will endeavour to 
restrict my observations to a compara- 
tively narrow limit. The Bill is largely 
founded on the proposals of that which 
was introduced by my predecessor last 


year, and, although there are many 
important modifications proposed in 
this Bill, I feel convinced that if my 


predecessor had had the opportunity of 
explaining some of the provisions ot his 
Bill to the House it would have been 
ascertained that some of the objections 
to it were founded on misapprehensions 
as to some of its provisions. ‘There 
are in this Bill a number of important 
though minor points involving changes, 
and there are several proposals that 
make considerable alterations in the law. 
In the first place, as regards ventila- 
tion, the existing law applies only to 
the removal of noxious gases, dust, &e. 
My inspectors, however, have found bad 
eases which do not come within this 
description ; for instance, girls are 
crowded in rooms heated by gas jets and 
full of impurities in the air which is never 
practically changed. The Bill, while 
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not laying down what shall be the par- 
ticular form of ventilation, requires that 
there shall be sufticient ventilation in 
all such premises. Then, in regard to 
machinery, the Bill prohibits the em- 


ployment of children in cleaning be- | 


neath moving machinery. We propose 
to prevent children from cleaning be- 
neath moving machinery because we 
know that children bending 
under a moving machine are very liable 
to be caught. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): And women too. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Quite so. 
an important 


There is 


provision relating to 


bakehouses. In the existing law as to 
bakehouses there is no definition of 


“underground,” and there has conse- 
quently been great difficulty in enforcing 
the prohibition of underground bake- 
this Bill 
‘underground ” place as a place where 
the floor of the room is 3 tt. below the 
surface of the ground. The Bill does 
not actually prohibit rooms being used 
for this purpose even if they are more 


houses; but defines an 


underground than 3 ft., but it places, 


on the local authority the responsibility 
of seeing that where there are such 
places they shall be sanitary and other- 
wise suitable, and shall require to be 
licensed. Further, electrical works and 
sundry other dangerous works are now 
brought within the law by the Bill. 

I will say no more upon these details, 
but will proceed to the larger proposals 
of this Bill. I have been vastly im- 
pressed with the fact, as to which I 
think everyone will agree with me, that 
the present provisions as to regulations 
dealing with dangerous trades are of an 
unsatisfactory character. They would 
admit of separate rules for each factory 
and workshop in the same industry, 
even where the conditions are exactly 
similar, and one extremely weak point 


in the present law is that every occupier | 


has a separate appeal to arbitration, 

and generally the law is unsatisfactory, 

though I should be sorry to say it is 

absolutely unworkable. Ina number of 

cases indeed, arrangements: have been 
Mr. Ritchie. 
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down | 
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| made by which some of the difficulties 
|are obviated. But the difficulties are 
very great, and one of the worst features 
of the existing law is that the decision 
| is left in the hands of an arbitrator, who 
has practically no responsibility, and 
| his decision is binding on the Secretary 
of State. The proposal of the Bill is 
that rules should in the first instance 
be made in draft form by the Seeretary 
of State and for the entire trade ; that 
all parties, both employers and employed, 
/may make representations with regard. 
'to them; and that the Secretary of 
State shall be bound to take all objec- 
|tions into consideration, and may, if 
so advised, amend the draft rules accord- 
ingly. Before these rules become opera- 
tive there will be the fullest public 
inquiry by a competent person on behalf 
of the Secretary of State. I attach 
myself considerable importance to this 
public inquiry, because it is most desir- 
able that, before such important rules as 


can be made with regard to dangerous. 


trades come into force, the fullest 
publicity shall be given to them. The 
Secretary of State will not be bound by 


the decision of the person who presides. 


at the inquiry, but will form his own 


judgment ; and, after having come to a 


decision, will make the rules formally. 
Lastly, the rules will be laid on the 
Table of both Houses of Parliament, 
and be open to objection according to the 
rules of the House. There will, therefore, 
be ample public inquiry, and the fullest 
responsibility will rest on the Secretary 
of State, to which I attach the greatest 
importance. I cannot dwell too strongly 
on the fact that in the interest of all 
parties the man who makes these rules 
should be a man who can stand up 
before the House of Commons, and be 
responsible to the House of Commons. 
At present he is not responsible, and that 


is one of the weakest parts of the existing: 
There is no doubt that it will be 


law. 
an improvement in the law, and I hope 
it will be satisfactory to all parties 
concerned. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife said, I think, 
that this proposal was his own. I only 
wish to make it clear that in that case it 
is the product of two independent brains. 
I arrived at it after great consideration, 


and I am glad to find that both of us,, 


having considered the subject with an 
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open mind, have arrived at the same 
conclusion. 

Then there are important proposals 
with regard to laundries. People employed 


Factory and Workshop 


in laundry work are employed in an, 


undertaking which necessitates very hard 
labour and much discomfort, and the 
existing state of the law is anything but 
satisfactory. The Bill introduced by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 


for East Fife in 1895 proposed to make | 


laundries factories and subject to the 
provisions of the factory law. But the 
Committee to which the Bill was referred 


did not accept the proposal in its 
entirety, for although it was not 
the intention of the Committee to 


remove laundries from the operations 
of the sanitary provisions, they thought 
that the nature of the operations carried 
on in laundries required some relaxation 
of the law with respect to the daily 
distribution of the hours of labour. 
However, the clause embodying the regu- 
lations approved by that Committee was 
drawn in so hazy a fashion that it did not 
carry out what I believe were the inten- 
tions of the Committee, and, as a fact, it 
has been found practically incapable of 
enforcement for many reasons. ‘Take 
the question of hours. Why, very often 
the modified provisions with regard to 
hours could not be enforced, because, as 
there were no fixed hours of employment 
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or meal hours the inspector could never | 
tell whether any person ina laundry at 
anything which would in any way militate 


the time of his visit was legally employed 
or not, and hence an almost complete 
failure as regards the working of the 
Acts with respect to laundries. That 
state of things ought not tocontinue. The | 
proposals in this Bill are to make laundries | 
factories and workshops, as the case | 
may be. But there is great 
pressure of work in laundries on particu- | 
lar days of the week and practically no | 
work on other days, our proposal is that | 
while the total weekly number of hours | 
of employment should not exceed sixty, | 
there may be elasticity with respect to | 
the daily distribution of these hours. In | 
the order which the Secretary of State | 
would make for this purpose there would | 
be a further proviso that there must be | 
fixed periods of employment and fixed 
hours for meals. 

Laundries in religious and charitable 
institutions are at present outside the 


as 
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Neither the law as te 
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law altogether. 


| hours nor the law as to sanitation applies 


to them ; but it is not my intention to- 
leave them out of this Bill. These pro- 
visions are intended to protect workers 
in laundries from being overworked, and 
to see that they work under sanitary 
conditions, and I cannot for the life of 
me see why these provisions should not 
apply to laundries in religious institu- 
tions of an ordinary character. I am 
aware, of course, that there is a difficulty 
in the case of these institutions with 
respect to inspection. For many reasons 
inspection is not regarded by the 
managers of these institutions with 
favour. I have made modified proposals 
as to them which I hoped would have 
met the case, but I understand that 
even those modifications do not meet with 
favour from the managers. It is repre- 
sented to me that while the general provi- 
sions of the Factory Acts are applicable, 
and ought to be applicable, to laundries 
carried on by those institutions, the 
work in some of them is done by 
persons who almost approach the 
criminal classes—or, at any rate, who 
are penitents of a character which 
require reformation—and there is a fear 
that the discipline, which it is sometimes 
difficult to maintain in some of these 
laundries, would break down altogether 
if inspectors, however appointed, could go 
when they chose to inspect these institu- 
tions. I should be one of the last to do 


against the charitable and useful work of 
these institutions, and, if I can possibly. 
without excluding them from the sanitary 
provisions of the Factory Acts, meet the 
objections raised I shall be glad to con- 
sider any proposals in their interest 


| made in Committee on the Bill. 


One word with regard to the exemption 
proposals. Under the present law fruit 


| preserving is exempt from the provi- 


sions of the Factory Acts in the months 
of June, July, August, and September. 
I can understand that it is desirable 
there should be some relaxation in the 
hours of employment in these months, 
when it is essential that the work of fruit 
preserving should be done in order to- 
prevent the fruit from being spoiled >. 
but I cannot understand why the work- 
shops should be exempt from the sanitary 
provisions. Therefore, while we allow 
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the exemption so far as the hours of 


labour are concerned, we bring the 
processes of fruit preserving within 
the sanitary provisions of the Factory 
Acts. The same arguments apply to 
fish curing. The present law exempts 
from the provisions of the Factory Acts 
fish curing immediately on the arrival 
of the fish from the fishing boats’; but the 
Bill, while maintaining the exemption 
with regard to the hours of labour, 
extends the sanitary provisions to fish- 
curing establishments. Another point 
which I wish to mention is that the sani- 
tary provisions of the existing law have 
heen found quite inadequate with respect 
to domestic workshops, owing to the 
difficulty of discovering and inspecting 
these workshops, and the impossibility 
of enforcing the requirements. The 
Act of 1895 no doubt strengthened the 
law materially by prohibiting employers 
from giving out work to insanitary and 
affected houses, but it has proved prac- 
tically inoperative. This Bill proposes 
to throw the responsibility of seeing 
after the sanitary condition of these 
domestic workshops upon the local 
authorities, who, it is clear, are the proper 
bodies to discharge that duty. I have 
every confidence that the Bill will be 
regarded as an honest attempt to place 
the law affecting factories and work- 
shops upon a sound and workmanlike 
foundation, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The House 
will agree that the right hon. Gentleman 
is Justified in saying that this Bill should 
go to the Grand Committee on Trade, 
and should be fully discussed there, 
though I am afraid that the work of 
the members of that unfortunate Com- 
mittee and of the fifteen Members who 
will be added for the purposes of this Bill 
will be very serious indeed, The right 
hon. Gentleman has expressed his regret 
that the Bill of last year was not fully 
discussed in order that the objections ‘ 
which some of us entertained might be 
removed. That is a very natural ex- 
pression on his part, on taking the, 
place of a former Home Secretary in 
what is virtually, though not. strictly 
speaking, the same Government. But 

Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 
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(I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that the objections to the Bill of last 
year were insuperable, and that we 
‘should have fought that Bill. One of 
the merits recognised in the present Bil] 
is that it avoids some of the difficulties 
of the Bill of last year, and gives satisfac- 
tion to the demand of those who opposed 
it in six or seven most important ways. 
A great improvement in the present Bil] 
over the Bill of last year, although it 
may be still open to some doubt, is con- 
tained in the first eight clauses to which 
the right hon. Gentleman devoted the 
first portion of his speech. We are all 
agreed that the existing system of arbitra- 
tion on special rules is unsatisfactory, 
We objected to the remedy proposed in 
the Bill of last year, and we prefer the 
remedy which is proposed this year ; 
but even in the present Bill the right 
hon. Gentleman will find that he will 
not carry the Committee with him 
as completely as he seems to expect. 
As regards the first eight clauses of the 
Bill, the right hon. Gentleman said that 
on the introduction of the Bill the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Fife said that the plan adopted was his 
plan. It was, however, only described 
on that occasion in very general language, 
and I very much doubt whether the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Fife would support the Home Secretary 
in all the details of the first eight clauses. 
The fact is that Clause 1 gives us all we 
ask for. It gives us the Home Secretary 
supreme in this matter; the whole 
responsibility will rest upon him. But 
by the last sub-section of Clause 2, and 
by Clause 3, a system of ultimate inquiry 
is set up which resembles in form the 
present arbitration under the special 
rules, and a great many of us are disposed 
to think that may in practice undo what 
is provided for in Clause |. Certainly 
that is a matter in which | doubt whether 
the right hon. Gentleman will carry the 
Committee completely with him. What 
we believe is that the authority of the 
Home Office over the inquiries which 
they are able to make in connection with 
draft rules, the hearing of both sides, 
and the subsequent approval of Parlia- 
ment is sufficient, and we do not think 
that it is necessary to have the enormous 
complexity, cost, and delay of a local 
inquiry such as is proposed in this Bill. 
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The right hon. Gentleman will gather 
that the Parliamentary Committee of the 
Trades Congress and many _ others 
authorised to speak on these matters are, 
on the whole, of opinion that the Bill is 


a great advance onjthe Bill of last year, | 


and in some matters an advance on the 
present law. But there are great omis- 
sions in the Bill which we regret, and 
which we shall endeavour to remedy, and 
there are also certain clauses which are 
specially open to objection. We must 
remember that it is our duty to supervise 
this Bill on the present occasion. That 
supervision will take place in Committee, 
hut it is our duty to make it verythorough 
and not to scamp our work. The Bill is 
intended to consolidate the law, and we 
must remember that we shall not get 
another Bill with reference to factories 
and workshops for perhaps a period of 
ten or fifteen years. There were many 
points on which we carried the Com- 
mittee with us in 1895, but which remain 
untouched in this Bill. There were 
other points which were rejected by the 
Committee of 1895 by only one or two 
votes. but which are dealt with in this 
Bill in a wholly new and different direc- 
tion. I allude in this connection to the 
sweating clause, and also to the group of 
clauses which immediately follow the 
first eight clauses. The right hon. Gentle- 
man sang the praises of local authorities 
in connection with sanitation. Jam the 
last person in the world to run down 
local authorities. I am a fanatie for 
local authorities, and I would trust them 
with almost all powers. But.this is a 
case where two sets of persons must take 
part in the transaction, and there are 
large portions of the factory laws which 
cannot fall on the local authorities, but 
which must remain with the factory 
inspectors. We cannot solve the question 
as between what the right hon. Gentle- 
man calls two conflicting authorities by 
deciding in favour of the local authority. 
The right hon. Gentleman told the House 
that it was a fact that the principal 
section with reference to home work was 
spoiled in 1895 in passing through Com- 
mittee by the insertion of Sub-section 3 


in Section 5, against which I ventured to | 


divide the House on Report. That nullified 
the section. No prosecution has ever 
taken place under it, and the Home 
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| that the section cannot be acted on. This 
Bill proposes in this particular respect— 
and I think it is the one respect in which 
it is inferior to the Bill of last year—in 
four different clauses to substitute local 
authorities for the factory inspectors. 
Now, I am in favour of local authorities, 
but there is a great difference between 
the local authorities of great cities and 
the local authorities of small rural dis- 
tricts, and the latter have to deal with 
factories, because, as everyone knows, 
there is an increasing tendency to plant 
down factories, especially for certain 
trades, such as printing and stationery, 
in small rural places, and therefore the 
local authorities in these places must 
deal with the factories within their areas. 
The local authorities do not already in 
certain districts properly discharge duties 
of a similar description to those which 
would be thrown upon them by this Bill 
even in sanitary matters. We have only 
to look at the Annual Report of the Local 
Government Board to see an appalling 
example which is held up to public repro- 
bation. There is a special Report by the 
Local Government «Board on the muni- 
cipal authority of the city of Chichester 
as regards sanitary matters. They had 
actually forgotten the existence of their 
own bye-laws, and not only had never 
acted on them, but were unaware of their 
existence. If these things can happen 
in connection with public health, which is 
particularly the business of the local 
authority, what would happen in regard 
to labour which local authorities consider 
to be still less their business? I do not 
often agree with Mr. Justice Grantham, 
but he made some remarks in a recent 
case—Traey v. Pretty—in which he 
stated the view, which many of us hold 
with reference to this matter, in most 
trenchant language. The Inspector of 
the Home Office, if this Bill passes as it 
stands, will still have charge of large 
duties in connection with outwork. 
Many of the provisions with reference 
to outwork will have to be enforced by 
him, and both as regards the existing 
powers and also as regards the powers 
to be conferred by this Bill, the factory 
inspector must continue to be brought 
into the outworker’s home. What we 
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'ask is that the factory inspector should 
Office has been advised by the law officers | have power to do the work where the 
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local authorities fail, The matter arises{some special provision to meet their 
in Clauses 9, 10, 11, and 13. By! particular needs. If I thought that a 
Clause 9 the inspector will be hampered. | special clause would be confined to the 
He will have to obtain under that clause | very painful case stated by the right hon. 
a list of outworkers from the local autho- | Gentleman I should agree, but to extend 
rity, and I confess I think it would have | it to all so-called charitable institutions 





been iar better not to go through that 
form. Clause 10 gives power which it is 
right that the local authorities should 
have, but it should also be possessed 
by the factory inspector. New powers 


should be given concurrently to the in- | 


spectors and to the authorities. Take 
an example which applies 
Clause 10 and Clause 11. A London 
tailor gives out work to be done in a 
rural district. The London inspector 
becomes aware in London of a very 
serious breakdown in the case of the 


work given out to these local tailors. | 


If there is not an active local authority 
in the district it is important that the 
factory inspector should have power 
to prosecute in such cases. Under 


both to | 


would be very dangerous. I am speak- 
‘ing without prejudice, but there are a 
| great number of laundries in the suburbs 
of great towns which have charitable 
names, but which are entirely com- 
mercial institutions, and just as Irish 
Roman Catholic factories managed by 
sisters freely admit factory inspectors, 
so I think that these institutions ought to 
accept inspection also. No doubt where 
the inmates are all of one sex, an arrange- 
ment might be made for a woman in- 
spector in such cases, but I am_ not 
myself satisfied with a general excep- 
/tion in the case of charitable institu- 
|tions, or that they should be allowed 
|to name their own inspectors. Some 
‘of the establishments connected with 


Clause 13 the abstracts are handed over | various churches in London have been 
to the local authorities. The Home | thoroughly unsatisfactory from the point 
Office makes them up, and is responsible | of view of inspection, and they cannot 
for their being an accurate statement | in all cases be trusted to name their own 


of the law, but by giving them to the | 
local authorities we are increasing the 
difficulties of the inspector’s work, 
because when he comes to prosecute 
he will have to show that the work 
has been done locally. There, again, we 
have thrown a fresh difficulty in the 
inspector’s way. ‘These are the grounds 
which have induced me to place my 
Amendment on the Paper, which I hope 
will induce the right hon. Gentleman to 
admit that there is something to be said 
on the other side, as regards these four 
clauses at all events. 

Now, Sir, I should like, briefly, 
to mention the points in which we still 
think this Bill falls short of the require- 
ments of the time. The matter which 
the right hon. Gentleman mentioned 
arliest in his speech referred to laundries, 
which I should like to leave to the 
hon. Member for Berwickshire, who has 
done such good work in connection with 
the matter. With reference to what 
fell from the Secretary of State as to a 
special proviso for charitable institutions, 
{ should like to say a word. Roman 
Catholics Members of this House, and 
certain Members connected with High 
Church institutions, are anxious to have 
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| inspectors. I should hope on the lines 

of these general views that we might 

come to some agreement. I am sure 
| there is no prejudice in the mind of any 
-hon. Member. Certainly there is no 
| prejudice in the minds of those who are 
|taking the most active part in these 
|matters. We may have a different view 
as to what is quite safe, but we must 
| try to keep up the general standard of 
| inspection. 


There is one matter which excites 
| great attention in the textile districts. 
|and regarding which the right hon. 
Gentleman has greatly improved last 
year’s clause. He confines his Particu- 
lars Clause to the extension to out- 
workers. The extension which he has 
given is a valuable extension, and is not 
accompanied with the portion of the 
clause to which we had great objection 
last year. But what the working classes 
have always asked for, and what the 
Trades Congress has pressed for for many 
years, is the general extension of the prin- 
| ciple to all piece-work trades, and we shall 
certainly press on the Standing Com- 
| mittee that the power which the Home 
| Secretary now has of extending the clause 
| from the textile to other trades is a dila- 
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tory process, and that instead of that it | and the clause in the Bill is open to objec- 


should be extended to all trades by law, | 
with special power to the Home Office to | 
except trades. Then there is a clause | 
which the right hon. Gentleman did not 
mention, and to which many of us very 
strongly object. That is the notice of 
Accidents Clause. I will not say more 
than a word on it, because | admit that it | 
is a matter for the Committee. As the | 
right hon. Gentleman did not explain or | 


defend it, I should, however, like to say | 


that we have the strongest objection 
to the clause as it stands. 


now reported, the mere fact that any 


change must vitiate the whole of our, 


statistics is enough to condemn it. If 
that is the reason, the Home Office should 
induce the Treasury to increase their 
clerical staff, so as to be able to cope with 
the accidents reported to them. The 
right hon. Gentleman did mention the 
exemptions portion of this Bill, but I do 
not think he made it perfectly clear to 
the House that the proposal in this Bill 
isa great improvement on that of 1898. 
Even now I do not think the right hon. 
Gentleman quite grasps our position. 
With regard to the special exemption in 
the case of fish, his words are not accept- 
able to us. Our objection is that the 
present law as regards fish has not been 
applied for many years by the Home 
Office, and that they have allowed a 
view to be taken up which is not in fact 
the law. That exemption was most 
carefully considered, and was most 
limited, but it has been allowed in prac- 


tice to cover cases never intended to be | 


within its terms, and we shall try to re- 
introduce, in fresh words perhaps, what 
we believe to be the present law. 


Member for the University of Oxford 
has made that question his own, and it 


will be brought before the Standing | 
The other exemption is | 
It is | 


Committee. 
also one which is open to abuse. 
called the “khaki” clause, and it ex- 
tends to Government contracts the 
principle which is now law with regard 
to Government works themselves, which 
are exempted from the Factory Acts in 
circumstances of national emergency. 
There is great danger in this exemption, 


If there is no | 
other reason for altering the present law | 
than that the Home Office is embar- | 
rassed by the large number of accidents | 


With | | 


regard to the jam exemption, the hon. | 





tien from that point of view. 

| As to complete omissions from the 
Bill, there seem to be three things which 
| were expected. Hitherto in every Fac- 
| tory Bill we have had some reduction 
|of the overtime principle. There has 
| been some cutting down of the very large 
}amount of overtime allowed in every 
previous Bill, but in this Bill there is no 
proposal as regards overtime. In 1895 
Mr. Byles, who was then Member for the 
| Shipley Division, divided the Committee 
twice upon the question of a complete 
stoppage in the textile trade from Satur- 
day to Monday morning. It is usual in 
the trade, but it is not the law, and in the 
West Riding of Yorkshire a practice has 
grown up of employing a fresh staff on 
Saturday afternoon. We tried to avoid 
that by proposing a complete stop from 
Saturday to Monday morning, and were 
defeated by only a small majority in the 
Committee of 1895. Since that time 
many hon. Members representing Lanca- 
shire constituencies have pledged them- 
selves to that principle, and I had hoped 
that the right hon. Gentleman might 
have seen his way to have introduced 
into this Bill such an Amendment. The 
only other matter which seems to me of 
sufficient importance to mention now is 
that the dock labourers expected that 
some attempt would have been made by 
the Government to deal with the great 
difficulties of their situation, which have 
led to much painful conflict and a large 
amount of litigation. I know the difti- 
| culties in the matter, and I do not wonder 
—we are all human beings—that the 
Secretary of State failed to take upon 
himself the embarrassment of this very 
dangerous and difficult task, but still the 
| omission is one of which we must com- 
plain. Sir, I beg to move the Amend- 
ment of which I have given notice, 
because I think it is necessary to direct 
attention to the substitution for the 
factory inspectors of local authorities in 
many cases where many of us think that 
substitution would be dangerous. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): In 
rising to second the Amendment, I 
am reminded of a period six years ago 
when I had the honour of first address- 
ing this House. It was upon the Second 
Reading of the Factory Bill of 1895, and 
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it was the first day upon which we were | be put in the charge of those authorities, 
privileged, Mr. Speaker, to use a Scottish | Local authorities may help the central 
ecclesiastical phrase, to sit under you. authority in the discharge of such 
You, Sir,will not have failed to notice the | duties ; they may be the right people 
difference between your case and that to take the tenth particular subject into 
of the Scottish divine: that whereas it their charge; and a recognition of 
is our privilege to listen to the’ these facts ought to lead to a healthier 
divine, it is your melancholy duty co-operation between the local and 
to sit through our discourses. In the central authority. But there 
making a Second Reading speech on a are certain disadvantages. This ideal 
Bill of this character it is difficult to give | co-operation is not always possible, 
a general survey without straying into Indeed, in the majority of cases, it is not 
details which should rather be left to the possible at all. Local authorities are 
Committee stage of the Bill; but indeal- subject to local influences. Although 
ing with a measure affecting diverse sub- you may give some of these matters 
jects, such as the age at which children connected with factories and workshops 
should be employed, the amount of time | into the charge of the local authorities, 
during which they should be employed, | you ought to lay down an absolute 
the nature of their work, the sanitary rule that supervisory power—that is, 
and other conditions,and the hundredand_ the ultimate power—should be retained 
one other minutiz, I think the House by the Home Office, and that, above all, 
will agree that, although it may be a there should be no derogation of exist- 
difficult task, some survey of existing ing powers. I remember that when | 
legislation is necessary, useful, and indeed had a humble position at the Home 
inevitable. The main features of the Bill) Office as private secretary, it used to 
we are now discussing divide themselves’ be our pride that we would not. give 
under three heads. There are the pro- away any of our responsibilities. No 
posals relating to arbitration and dan-| doubt the officials of the Home Office 
gerous trades, the proposals for the! have had an enormous amount of de- 
transference of responsibility from the, tail work cast upon them, and they have 
Home Office to the local authority, and | discharged it in a manner deserving the 
the proposals with regard to laundries. | highest praise. But if you meet this 
To those and the omissions from the Bill | difficulty by a delegation of duties from 
I propose to direct my observations. the Home Office, you will be making a 

With regard to the district council mistake. You ought rather to increase 
clauses, to which this Amendment relates, the staff of inspectors, and especially 
there seem to be certain considerations you should increase the clerical staff. 
which one ought to take into review in | To take one example : it would surely be 
any scheme of administration by local|a disadvantage to the Home Office In- 
authorities. I agree that the local spectors to have to ask leave of the 
authority has certain advantages. In local authorities to consult their lists 
the first place it is on the spot for public of outworkers. It is very impor- 
health purposes, and being there it is tant that the local authorities should 
familiar with local needs and circum-_| have the lists, but they should keep them 
Its officers are experts upon |in addition to and not instead of the 


stances. 
certain subjects in regard to which it | Home Office. 

is very likely the Home Office officials | Coming to the clauses dealing with 
have not had special training Many the question of arbitration, I must con- 
of the local authorities are extremely! fess | approach the subject with some- 
active and zealous ; they have displayed | what mixed feelings. There are two things 
an activity and zeal which might well) we havealways hoped and clamoured for, 
he copied even by such an admirable namely, uniformity and the abolition of 
department as the Home Office. It what has been called ‘the man in the 
might well be said that when such autho-| street.” The outsider who has _ been 
rities have had to deal with nine matters | brought in to arbitrate upon the ques- 
connected with the public health, when | tions ought in my judgment to be 
a tenth arises which is closely allied to| abolished. As the right hon. Gentleman 
questions of public health it should also|\the Member for Forest of Dean has 


Mr. Tennant. \ 
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stated, we are somewhat doubtful 
whether these two objects will be 
achieved. So faras the man in the street, | 


the arbitrator, is concerned, you get rid 
of him only partially, because you are 
going to put in his place a “ competent 
person ‘’—— 


*Mr. RITCHIE: He will not have the 


decision. 


*Mr. TENNANT: I am very grateful 
that the right hon. Gentleman is going 


to take the decision into his own hands. 


That is a distinct step in advance, but I 
am afraid that that portion of the Bill 
must meet with a great deal of criticism. 
As regards uniformity, there is a clause 
in which it is stated that there should 
he power of exemption of any specified 
class of factory. What is the reason for 
this? I can understand that there are 
certain classes of factories in which 
there is a modification of the dangerous 
Take a white lead factory, 
for instance. Some people are so ad- 
vanced in the manufacture of white 
lead that they do not use white-beds 
or stoves, two of the most dangerous 
parts of the process. The rules govern- 
ing these parts will, automatically, not 
apply to those factories, and therefore it 
is not necessary to have such a clause 
us this. I cannot help thinking that 
such a clause will lead to all the delay 
and confusion against which we have 
been inveighing so long. There are two 
other points in connection with the 
arbitration. is that the Home 


pre CESS. 


One is 
Office is going to take power upon itself 
to prohibit the use of any substance or 
any process. I personally rejoice that 
it is going to take that power. Some 
people will say that it is a monstrous 
thing to put such a power into the hands 
of any official. But if they will look at 
the Act of 1895 they will see that by 
Section 28 the Home Secretary has 


power now to prohibit the employment | 


of all or any classes of persons in any 
particular handicraft or process which 
he schedules as dangerous. 
vou are really only doing the same 
thing in another way. The other 
point is the power to discuss these 
rules. 

a year two we had some 


or ago 


rules laid upon the table of the House, | 


Therefore, , 


You may remember, Sir, that | 
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and we were anxious to discuss them. 
You laid down a ruling which, owing to 
the complexity of the subject, was very 
difficult for most Members to carry in 
their heads. I cannot help thinking 
that if these rules are to lie upon the 
Table of the House it is of the utmost 
importance that Members should be able 
to raise the subject after 12 o’clock, and 
not only to raise it for the purpose of 
rejecting the rules en bloc, but to 
be able to discuss them individually. 
At present we have no such power, and 
I think it is important both for the 
manufacturers and the workpeople that 
that power should be given. 

The third division is in regard to the 
laundry proposals. Iam glad the Home 
Office has now recognised that the 
present position is, to use the words of the 
right hon. Gentleman. far from satis- 
factory. We welcome the proposal in Sub- 
section 1 of Clause 26, but the right hon. 
Gentleman has said nothing about Sub- 
section 2. Sub-section 2 appears to take 
away a good deal of what Sub-section 1 
gives. The right hon. Genleman says he 
takes power to make special exceptions. 
These special exceptions creep too often 
into our factory law, and I should like 
to seea great many of them swept away. 
In this case these special exceptions 
|are wholly unnecessary, because under 
Section 39 of the Act of 1895 the Home 

Office has power to make certain depart- 
ments of the same factory separate 
factories for the purposes of the Act. 
Therefore the Home Secretary could, 
if he would, make the separate depart- 
mentsin laundries into separate factories, 
so that under a certificate subject to, 
conditions prescribed by himself there 
would be a separate period of em- 
ployment, separate abstracts and 
separate rooms; these rooms would be 
under separate management, and there 
would be separate workpeople. For 
example, the washers would begin, say, 
on Monday morning ; the ironers would 
' begin after the washers have prepared 
their work ; thenthe sorters and packers 
could begin at other hours. I believe 
ithat if that were done it would be 
quite unnecessary for the right hon. 
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'Gentleman to take this power to 
give special exceptions, which have 


been a bugbear to the whole of our 
factory legislation. I would like to 


‘ 
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emphasise the point that in laundries 
young persons and children must be 
certified as fit for employment by the 
certifying surgeon. 
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hour, at ten o'clock in the morning or at 
four o'clock in the afternoon, should be 
taken at some specified hour before three 
o’clock, and the time allowed should be a 
whole hour. With regard to religious 
institutions, I have had letters from the 
managers of these institutions saying 
not only that they would welcome, 
but that they absolutely desire Home 
Office inspection. There are certain 
other details which I am quite ready to 
admit require some give and take on 
both sides, but which are not fitted for 
a Second Reading discussion. 

With regard to the omissions, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Forest of Dean has mentioned the 
question of overtime. That was one of 
the things most of us thought would be 
brought into this Bill. Then the Secre- 
tary of State has said nothing at all about 
docks or wharves; they are in an ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory condition. I may 
also point out that, with regard to the 
use of inflammable paint, the Committee 
over which I had the honour to preside 
reported that it only required the intro- 
duction of a very short clause to protect 
the lives of a certain number of people 
who are constantly dealing with this 
most dangerous article. There is another 
point omitted from the Bill which I wish 
the right hon. Gentleman had dealt with. 
I have suggested in speeches and in letters 
that it would be a great advantage if the 
deaths of all persons known to have been 
employed within three or six months of 
their death in any trade scheduled as 


dangerous were reported to the coroner, | 


and the coroner were thereupon to order 
aninquest. [am persuaded that an enor- 
mous number of deaths take place the 
initial cause of which is the industrial 
employment in which the persons have 
been engaged, though this is not the cause 
certified. I believe that if such a 
clause were inserted it would lead to a 
great saving of life. With regard to the 
reporting of accidents, I believe the 


{COMMONS} 


Also, in my opinion, | 
the meals, which are now taken at any | 


| 


present position to be eminently satis-, 


factory. Here, again, I seem to see that 
the Home [Office is overburdened with 
labour. 


Mr. Tennant. 


Too many accidents have been 
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reported. Accidents which the Home 
Office really considers not to be worth 
reporting have been reported, and the 
Department is swamped with work, 
If that be so, again I say, let the Home 
Office increase its staff, especially the 
clerical staff. Let us take care lest in 
altering the standard the _ statistics 
may not be rendered absolutely useless, 
If the proposal of the Bill is carried 
out, all the valuable information which 
we have obtained during the last five or 
six years will go for nothing. 

I said six years ago, and I still hold the 
opinion, that a subject such as this is one 
of the best to which any Member of 
Parliament can devote his attention and 
his energies. I congratulate the right 
hon. Gentleman on having produced 
these proposals—proposals such as too 
rarely come before Parliament. I think 
these proposals are largely in advance 
of anything we have had before us, cer- 
tainly during the last six years. I hope 
that if, and when they have been sub- 
jected to free discussion upstairs, and to 
the Amendments which we shall move, 
and, I trust, in many instances carry, 
this Bill will go to augment that code of 
legislation to which a large and ever- 
increasing class of the wage-earners of 
this country are looking and have looked 
for support and protection. 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 


end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘while welcoming many of the changes intro- 


' duced into the present Bill, this House regrets 


the tendency displayed in the outwork clauses 
to transfer power from the factory inspectors 
to the inspectors of locat authorities.’ ””—{Sir 
Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE I should like to make 
an appeal to the right hon. Gentleman 
and his seconder. They have expressed 
general approval of the Bill, and as 
their criticisms are criticisms which | will 
undertake shall be fairly considered in 
Grand Committee, I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman not to press his Amend- 
ment, because the effect of that Amend- 
ment being before the House will be to 
confine the discussion to the particular 
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point raised therein, whereas the House, 
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like rather to say what it has to say upon 
many other points. I will not attempt 
now to answer the arguments of the 
right hon. Gentleman, or to explain why 
I think this great responsibility must be 
thrown upon the local authorities. I 
would simply ask the right hon. Gentle- 


{11 June 1901} 


Acts Amendment Bill. 120 


| only of receiving evidence and reporting 
in the short time at its disposal, would! to the Home Secretary, with whom 


| 


alone the decision will lie. There is a 
weakness in that portion of the Bill. 


|The Home Secretary must lay upon the 


new regulations 


man not to press his Amendment now, | 


but to allow the discussion to proceed on | 


general lines. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE said he so 
strongly felt the force of the appeal of 
the Home Secretary that he was pre- 
pared to go even beyond his request. 
If the Amendment were withdrawn it 
would leave the way open for another 
Amendment to be moved. [‘‘ No.”] If 
it was understood that no other Amend- 
ment would be moved, he was prepared 
to withdraw his Amendment ; other- 
wise it was better that it should be 
negatived. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
FLANNERY 


Sir = FORTESCUE 


(Yorkshire, Shipley): I agree with the | 


Table of this and the other House any 
before they become 
operative, and he must direct an inquiry 
if one is demanded by either employer 


or employed affected. The initiative 
rests with the Home Office, and the 
| Home Office alone. No matter how 


widely it may be recognised by any 
particular trade that a change of rules 
for the benefit of the employer or the 
employed or the whole trade is necessary, 
there is no power according to this Bill 
by which any new rules or regulations 
can be brought forward unless the 


inititative is taken by the Home Office. 


New legislation might be initiated, but 
under the Bill as it stands the initiative 
lies solely with the Home Secretary, 
and I cannot help thinking that that 


/power might be tempered by enabling 


hon. Member for Berwickshire that no | 


more important question could be 
brought before the House than the 
one covered by this Bill. It seems to 
me that the Bill contains wise and 
moderate proposals for dealing with a 
question which is so large that only 
those who are concerned in industrial 
operations can appreciate its import- 
ance. With regard to the discretion 
of the Home Office, tempered as it is 
by this Bill, I think the House would 
well believe that it might safely be left 
in the hands of the present Home Seere- 
tary; but in future Home Secretaries 
the House may not have the same con- 
fidence. The public inquiry to which 
objection has been taken has been likened 
to the old arbitration inquiry. It is 
not of the same character at all, because 
whilst the arbitrator under the existing 
clause has the decision entirely in his 
own hands as to any question between 
employer and employed, the officer or 
inspector who makes the inquiry under 
the present proposal will have the duty 
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either the employer or the employed, or 
both, to move the Home Office towards 
the formulation of rules which it might 
be thought desirable should at all events 
be laid upon the Table of the House for 
consideration. 

With regard to the proposed dele- 
gation of authority to the local autho- 
rities, it appears to me that the local 
authorities are the only persons capable 
of forming the lists of persons employed 
and so on. The main duty which is 
positively cast upon the local authorities 
is to record and publish those places 
where work is carried on and where 
the workpeople reside. The medical 
ofticer, through the local authority, has 
to report to the Home Office every case 
that he meets with, and he has to keep 
the Home Office fully in touch with all 
he does under the section, and under 
the authority of this Act. The factory 
inspector will have power to supervise 
the local authorities and see that they 
are not lax in carrying out the duties 
delegated to them under this Bill. The 
Home Office has practically accepted 
the recommendations of the Committee 
appointed by the last Parliament. There 
is one operation which I think will be 
necessary, and that is the examination 
of boilers by competent persons once a 
year. Who is “a competent person ” ? 


E 
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There are instances on record of men 
of the most ignorant character having 
been employed to examine boilers. | 
think the person who examines boilers 
ought to be a competent engineer of 
some particular standard of knowledge 
and competency. Perhaps upon this 
matter my right hon. friend the Home 
Secretary may see his way to make 
some provision in Committee. There is 
no doubt that this Bill is an enormous 
step in advance of other measures of its 
kind, because it includes laundries 
within the scope of the Factory Acts, 
although small domestic laundries are 
excluded. The Act will only apply to 
those large laundries where enormous 
abuses with regard to sanitation and 
extended hours of work are rampant at 
the present time. There is one little 
defect, | think, in that portion of the 
Bill which refers to bakehouses. The 
first matter in the Bill referred to by 
my right hon. friend was the question 
of bakehouses. There is a provision 
which enables local authorities within 
certain limits to deal with bakehouses 
which are underground, and here in 
this Bill we have what seems to me 
to be a retrograde step: for this pro- 
vision will enable the local authority to 
pass any bakehouse just as they may 
please. We shall have one local authority 
passing a bakehouse which is much 
deeper underground than another, and 
thus we shall get a want of uniformity 
throughout the country. I think that 
the powers of local authorities should 
be considerably reduced in regard to 
this clause. As regards the provision 
for purer air, there is no doubt that it 
is a wise one, and it is an enormous 
advance. [| think the provision pro- 
viding for separate places for meals is 
also a wise one, and will bring up to 
the level hitherto adopted by good 
employers those employers who have 
never come up to that level, and who 
employ their working people unfairly. 
1 have followed with great interest the 
statement of the right hon. Baronet 
opposite, but there was one point in 
connection with the Bill which I think 
he failed to grasp. The Bill provides 
that an exception may be made with 
regard to the fish trade, where it is 
necessary that the fish upon the arrival 
of the fishing boats must be dealt with 


Sir Fortescue Flannery. 
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immediately in order to preserve it. 
There is a safeguard against any abuse 
of this by unscrupulous employers, 
If the employer immediately the fish 
arrives deals with the matter, then it is 
proper that he should be allowed to 
employ his workers for longer hours. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: Those words 
are in the present law. 


Si FORTESCUE FLANNERY: 
There is a clause here under which an 
employer can extend overtime in these 
necessary circumstances as regards fish. 
With regard to fruit, I find that there 
is no safeguard of a corresponding char- 
acter, and the practice which exists at 
the present time of jam-makers waiting 
until the fruit is almost ready for dis- 
solution, so that they may get a favourable 
market for themselves, and then go in for 
extensive overtime,is not guarded against 
by the Bill as it stands. Just as the 
employer in the fish trade can only 
obtain extensive overtime if he proceeds 
at once immediately the fish arrives, 
so the employer in the jam factory should 
be allowed an extension of overtime 
if he proceeds at once when the fruit 
arrives from the place where it is grown. 
I think that, whatever safeguards are in- 
troduced to prevent an abuse in the fish 
trade, the same safeguard should also 
be introduced to prevent any abuse in 
the fruit trade. | welcome this Bill as 
one who is most anxious for progress in 
social legislation. I welcome this measure 
as a moderate and, on the whole, a satis- 
factory contribution to a very wide and 
difficult subject. I believe the Bill will 
pass readily into law, and no doubt it 
will have its Second Reading to-night. 
There will probably be a very large num- 
ber of Amendments, but | am inclined 
to think that a very large amount of 
the work which my right hon. friend 
suggests will have to be done in Grand 
Committee will prove considerably more 
easy than he anticipates. I have no 
doubt that, whatever the record of this 
Parliament may be, we shall in this Bill 
place upon the Statute Book a measure 
which will advance the cause of working 
men, and which will be an example of the 
advanced policy of my right hon. friend, 
and a worthy record of his businesslike 


capacity for dealing with difficult subjects. 
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With the general principles of this Bill 
Tam in cordial agreement, and I should be 
very sorry if anything occurred which 
prevented me from giving it my support. 
| have not, however, risen to take part 
in the general considerations raised by 
the Bill. I have risen to occupy a very 
few moments of the time of the House, in 
order to put before it a claim which we 
desire to urge, and which was alluded to 
in the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
when he moved the Second Reading of 
the Bill to-night. We desire to make a 
claim for the exemption from the opera- 
tion of this Bill of a certain limited class 
of charitable institutions in Great Britain 
and Ireland. I listened with great 
interest to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Forest of Dean, 
because I know by the record of 1895 
that upon this point he was not in agree- 
ment with us. I gather from the speech 
he made to-night that he is practically 
in agreement with the claim we now 
put forward. When I speak of a certain 
limited class of charitable institutions, 
I refer to the Refuge Laundries. These 
are laundries conducted by charitable 
institutions, really for the purpose of 
saving and reforming a certain class of 
the community, where the labour em- 
ployed is the labour drawn from this 
particular class, and where the laundry 
is not in the ordinary sense of the word 
a real factory at all. 1 find that there is 
& common misunderstanding upon this 
point amongst some hon. Members of 
the House. Within the last few days 
[ have made it my business to elicit the 
views of many hon. Members upon this 
subject, and [I have been met by the 
statement that they could not agree to 
our claim, beeause they imagined it was 
one put forward on behalf of conventual 
institutions in Ireland, which we desired 
to put above the law, and above the 
provisions of the Factory Acts. That is 
not so. Inthe first place 1 desire to point 
out that the charitable institutions to 
which | allude are not entirely conducted 
by convents, and not entirely conducted 
by Catholics. Some are conducted by 
charitable ladies of the Protestant religion, 
and both in Great Britain and Ireland 
there are at this moment a considerable 
number of these institutions which are 
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' we make this claim equally for them. 
il have reason to know that these Pro- 
testant institutions to which I am allud- 
ing have just as great objections to 
being put under the provisions of this 
Bill as those conducted by convents and 
by Catholics. But more than that, 
we have never put forward the claim 
that conventual institutions should be 
placed above the law, or should be exempt 
from the provisions of the Factory Acts, 
or any extension of them. What is 
actually taking place at this moment 
is an answer to that, because the indus- 
trial schools conducted by convents and 
the laundries connected with these 
industrial schools are at this mo- 
ment subject to the provisions of 
the Factory Acts, and = are sub- 
ject to inspection. Moreover, other 
institutions, such as the Foxford woollen 
factories, to which my hon. friend the 
Member for East Mayo called attention, 
are also subject to the provisions of 
the Factory Acts, and this, too, without 
any objection on their part to inspection. 

Therefore, | make this double state- 
ment. Weare not putting forward a claim 
simply on behalf of Catholics or con- 
vents, and, in the second place, we are not 
making this claim because they are 
conventual institutions. The claim we 
put forward is of an entirely different 
character, and it is based upon entirely 
different grounds. It is based entirely 
upon the character of the labour em- 
ployed. The claim we make is confined 
to those institutions, reformatory in their 
character, in which the labour employed 
is the labour of fallen women who have 
heen taken by these charitable ladies, who 
have brought them into these institu- 
tions and provided them with work and 
with means of salvation from continuing 
in their evil courses. We limit our claim 
strictly to these institutions, and I think 
I am right in interpreting the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Forest of Dean that so far he is 
with us, and so far as we limit our claim 
to these institutions he has no objection 
to an exception being made in their 
favour. [ am sure that it is quite un- 
necessary for me to emphasise the fact 
that the kind of charity which is exer- 
cised by the lidies in these institutions is 
probably the noblest charity which any- 


Protestant in their character, and not | body could possibly engage in. | do not 
connected with the convents at all, and’ think it is necessary for me to go another 
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step further and say that this particular | 
charity is not only the noblest that the 
wit of man can conceive, but it is also the 
most difficult of all charities to conduct. 
The great object of these ladies is to keep 
these girls in those (institutions. The 
organisations I refer to are great 
societies like the Society of the Good 
Shepherd, which exists in every country 
in the world, has been employed for years 
and generations, and perhaps centuries, 
in carrying on this work, and it has, 
therefore, the most experience in the | 
carrying on of this work. The members 
of this Society of the Good Shepherd are 
unanimously of opinion that the intro- 
duction into their institutions of an 
outside authority in the shape of Govern- 
ment inspectors would completely 
destroy the discipline of their institutions, 
and make their already almost impossible 
task absolutely impossible. When that 
is remembered, I think the House ought 
to hesitate before it forces upon these 
institutions provisions which, however 
necessary they may be in ordinary 
factories, are not suitable for, and 
ought not to be forced upon institutions 
of this kind. It is not as if any case had 
ever been made out in support of the 
inspection of these institutions. No one 
urges that they are insanitary, or that 
an improper number of hours is imposed 
upon the inmates. We all know that in 
these institutions there is inspection, 
although not Government inspection. 
There is an inspection by the superiors 
of the religious orders to which they 
belong, which makes it impossible either 
for insanitary arrangements to exist or 
improper hours of labour to be enforced. 

I do not understand why the Home 
Secretary has introduced the clause 
which stands in the Bill at this moment. 
Perhaps I may be allowed for one moment 
to refer to what occurred in 1895. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife was then Home Secretary, and 
in the Bill which he introduced there 
was a clause which applied the Factory 
Acts to these institutions. The matter 
was discussed in this House, and on the 
Second Reading of the Bill Mr. Henry 
Matthews, who subsequently was Home 
Secretary in a Conservative Government, 
raised the question, and he said— 


“ He felt bound to say a word in reference to 
convent laundries, a considerable number of 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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which would come under the Bill. They were 
kept going by ladies whose lives were devoted 
to works of the noblest charity, and who eked 
out their want of fortune by the smallassistance 
which they could derive from these laundries, 
He would take, for instance, the Order of the 
Good Shepherd, the members of which devoted 
their efforts to the reformation of fallen women. 
The ladies of these institutions viewed the in- 
trusion by the Government inspector with feel- 
ings of pain and almost horror, and he thought 
they certainly ought not to be subjected to 
such treatment unless some strong case was 
made out. But what case had been made out? 
Again, when he referred to the Home Office 
Report, he found nothing whatever in it in 
condemnation of the convent laundries. In no 
case was it stated that the factory hours were 
exceeded, and he knew this from his own ex- 
perience. In none of them, moreover, was 
there any night labour. To apply the Factory 


| Acts to such institutions as those of the Order of 


the Good Shepherd—to require, for instance, 
that on certain days holidays should be given 
to the inmates whether they deserved them or 
not—would, it seemed to him, be a wanton 
interference with the work of charity.” * 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member tor 
East Fife did not precisely take that view 
on the Second Reading of the Bill. 
He rather took the view that it was 
impossible to make an exception in those 
cases. When the Bill went before the 
Grand Committee, and when a_ real 
opportunity was given for thoroughly 
discussing all the aspects of this case, 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife changed his mind, and in 
that Grand Committee on the Amend- 
ment which was moved by Mr. Sexton, 
after a very long discussion, it was 
finally decided to exclude those institu- 
tions from the Bill—to exclude, in the 
words of the Amendment, “ the inmates 
of institutions conducted in good faith 
for religious or charitable purposes.” 
These words were accepted by the 
Standing Committee by an enormous 
majority. At that time the right hon. 
Gentleman had become converted to 
the view which was pressed upon him 
at the end of the Second Reading. 
The Amendment was accepted by the 
Grand Committee by thirty-eight to 
ten. In the thirty-eight votes there 
were leading representatives of every 
section in this House—Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four, Sir J. Gorst, Mr. Matthews, 
Mr. Tennant, Mr. Asquith, Mr. Wynd- 
ham, the present Chief Secretary for 
Ireland. The minority, which was ex- 
*See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xxxii., 
page 1484. 
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ceedingly small, included the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Forest of Dean, 
and | am glad to find that the view which 
eaused him to vote against that Amend- 
ment was that the words were too 
general, and that, if words can now be 
devised to limit the exception to the 
class of institutions I refer to, even the 
right hon. Baronet will be in favour of it. 
I confess that I cannot 
question has been raised at all in this 
Bill. In 1895 a settlement was arrived 
at after the most mature consideration 
with practical unanimity. Since 1895 
what case has arisen to cause you to re- 
open this question? I want to know 
whether since 1895 there has been the 
slightest evidence— 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: There was a 
very bad case in a woman’s home for 
the cure of drunkenness in London. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do not 
understand that at all. 1 am_ not 
talking of places shut up for drunkenness 
at all. Surely I have made myself 
plain. I am not talking of any insti- 
tutions except the particular kind of 
institutions | have deseribed, and with 
reference to those institutions I want to 
know what case since 1895 has been 
made, or what case can be made either 
from the point of view of the sanitary 
appointments or from the point of 


view of the work the girls are 
called upon to do, to necessitate the 
reopening of this question, I say 
there has been absolutely no case 


made, and I think it is regrettable that 
this clause has been introduced in the 
Billat all. But my colleagues and myself 
have had some opportunity of discussing 
this matter with the Home Secretary 
and, owing to his kindness, of meeting 
also the Leader of the House, and Iam 
bound to say that we have found both 
of them thoroughly sympathetic with 
the object we have in view, and I am 
convineed that, if no definite arrange- 
ment has been come to for the omission 
of this clause, they desire to exempt 
these institutions. What I would urge 
upon them very strongly is that they 
ought not to attempt to exempt these 
institutions by a side wind. [ think 
it would be a misfortune, from the point 
of view of the Factory Acts as a whole, 
if by any device they applied nominally 
a system of inspection to these institu- 
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{tions under such circumstances, and 
| that this inspection should be a mockery 
‘and deliberately made a nullity. It 
' would be far better to exempt the insti- 
| tutions from inspection than to apply a 
system of inspection on the under- 
standing that it would be merely a 
| nominal one. 


| 

| *Mr. RITCHIE: I understand the 
hon. Member is referring only to laundries 
| connected with charitable institutions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am speak- 
| ing entirely of that class of laundry, con- 
| ducted as a charitable institution, which 
| is, so to speak, reformatory in its 
'character. It is very hard to get a 
word to describe exactly what I mean. 
/They are Magdalene asylums, such as 
those which are conducted by the Order 
'of the Good Shepherd in Ireland, and 
| other orders in this country. If you 
| exempt these refuge laundries I believe 
| you will have dealt with every case of a 
| laundry conducted by a charitable insti- 
| tution except those connected with 
| industrial schools, where you have already 
inspection. ‘The points I desire to impress 

upon the right hon. Gentleman are these : 
| firstly, that the exemption we ask for 
(applies to a clearly-defined and very 
| limited class ; secondly, that it is strongly 
| desirable not to upset the arrangement 
| which was come to with reference to 
| these laundries in the Bill of 1895, after 
| full deliberation and practical unanimity ; 
and, thirdly, in the very exceptional 
circumstances of these institutions you 
ought, in my opinion, to exempt them 
from the provisions of this Act. I have 
endeavoured, as shortly as I could, to 
make this claim, and I do not desire 
to labour it. This Bill will come before 
the Grand Committee, and I would most 
earnestly urge upon the Home Secretary 
and those who are responsible for the 
Bill that between now and the assem- 
bling of the Grand Committee they should 
carefully consider this matter, and that, 
being, as I believe they are, almost 
entirely in agreement with us, they ought 
to be able to frame words which would 
meet our view. Finally, let me again 
impress upon them that the way to meet 
it isnot by providing a nominal inspection, 
which will be a mockery, and which will 
reflect upon the whole system of the 
Factory Acts, but by exempting these 
laundries from the operation of the Bill. 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): The Government are very anxious 
to meet any legitimate case which can 
be made out on the subject so eloquently 
dealt with by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford. There will be no attempt to finish 
the case to-night against the will of any 
important section of the House. I quite 
agree that if the House desire, or if any 
important section of the House desire, 
that the debate should go over to another 
day, it would be impossible to press the 
Second Reading to-night. But I would 
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ing from the point of view of manu- 
| facturers, he ventured to say that they, 
'as a whole, would prefer the uniformity 
‘of administration of the Home Office 
|to the laxity of the local authority 
‘in one place, and, perhaps, the un- 
reasonable requirements of some jack- 
in-office who might be appointed by the 
local authority in another. He hoped the 
local authority would be dropped out of 
| thismatter, and, if not dropped altogether, 
he hoped the factory inspector would 
| have the power of intervention when 
called for. Clause 19, which dealt with 


venture to saythat it would bea verygreat | the question of boilers, was practically, 
advantage from the point of view of | if not actually, a repetition of the clause 
the Billif we could get the Second Reading |in the Bill of last year which came 
to-night, and send it to the Grand Com- | before the Boiler Committee, and was 
mittee. My idea of the business next|approved by them. He believed if 
week may be modified, but at present | this became law it would lead to some 
it is to take the Finance Bill. I leave it| diminution of explosions; but, as a 
to the House to decide entirely what | matter of detail, it was a question 
they ought to do in regard to the Bill| whether twelve months was the right 
| time. He believed it was the custom of 
| Many people who had no _— extra 
*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said he did| boilers to have boilers cleaned and 
not see what was the use of the inquiry | inspected at Easter or Whitsuntide, and 
suggested in Clause 3 of the Bill. If the |it was possible that fourteen months 
result of the inquiry turned out un- | might be a better period than twelve. 
| 





now under consideration. 


favourably to the rules of the Home|} He heartily agreed with the general 
Secretary, would the opinion be worth | principle of the clause. Referring to the 
very much more than the expert opinion | clause dealing with the question of 
on which the original rules were based ? | escape from fire, the hon. Member said 
The only possible difficulty he could see | he did not see any magic in the number 
in the matter was that in the future|forty. It was possible to have death- 
there might be some regime so favourable | traps in factories where less than forty 
to the ideas of labour as to harass capital, | persons were employed. 

but that was not a very likely state} With regard to the question of laun- 
of affairs to happen. He did not think | dries, he wished they could be treated 
the power of exemption to be granted|as factories, and in reference to the 
to the Home Secretary under Clause 4 | question of exceptions, he confessed 
was a wise one. With regard to the|/it was a very difficult one, but he 
question of the administrative authority, | would simply say as a general principle 
he did not like the substitution of the | that it seemed to him that the onus to 
local authority for the factory inspector. | prove a case for exception should be on 
The system had been tried before, and| those who desired it. In reference to 
it had failed. To his mind it would lead | Clause 32, dealing with particulars, was 
to great inequality of administration. | it not time that particulars were given 
In many local authorities the chairman | for all piece-work and all out-work ? The 
and the members were the very indi- | fears in regard to this matter had been 
viduals chiefly likely to be sinners under | shown to be illusory, and it was time the 
this Act. Clause 40 proposed to exclude | principle was extended. He was told that 
magistrates from sitting in cases con-|the change proposed by Clause 34 with 
nected with trades in which they were | reference to returns of persons employed 
engaged. He asked, if that was a right | was necessary in order to save money, 
principle for justices who had to deal | and also that the Factory Reports might 





| 


with infringements of the law, whether | be got out at an earlier period of the year. 
it was not a right principle for those | If these returns were only to apply to 
who had to administer the law. Speak-' periods of three years. they would be of 
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comparatively little value. Scientific 
sociology was to a large extent in its 
infancy, and statisticians were using the 
figures in the annual Factory Reports 
for the purpose of founding on them 
conclusions which in a few years would 
be of considerable value. He believed 
the statisticians viewed with some dread 
the possibilty of these figures only being 
given triennially. He appealed to the 
Home Secretary to ascertain what was 
the opinion in this matter of the Royal 
Statistical Society. He thought the 
right hon. Gentleman would find that 
they would regret any step whereby the 
statistical returns were only to be given 
once in three years. He could not see 
in reference to the Accidents Clause (35) 


why the Secretary of State should have | 


power to exempt certain classes of acci- 
dents from the returns. In this matter 
also it was unadvisable to alter the statis- 
tical basis without good reason. He could 
not himself interpret the legal phraseology 
of Clause 40, but he wished to know 
whether a person engaged in the same 
trade would inelude a director of a com- 
pany and a shareholder in a joint stock 
company. The principle was perfectly 
right, but there were some districts 
in which this clause could hardly be 
carried out, and he asked the Home 
Secretary to inquire into it. In_ his 
own petty sessional division of the 
county of Lancashire, having looked 
through the list of justices, he could not 
see how a court could be constituted 
which would be unconnected with the 
cotton trade. He hoped the Bill would 
be passed with the necessary Amend- 
ments, and that it would do much good 
to those whom it was intended to serve. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
supported the claim for the exemption 
ot laundries connected with religious 
and charitable institutions. Such ex- 
emption might safely be allowed without 
detriment to the persons employed. The 
demand did not come from one side of the 
House only, or from the adherents of one 
religious community. The persons en- 
gaged in the fruit-preserving industry 


were not at all adequately protected by | 
This was a matter to which he | 
quest, though I confess I regret it. 


the Bill. 
hadinformersessions drawnattention, and 
he intended to move amendments in that 
direction. 


{11 June 1901} 


He was sure that the defects | 
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of the Bill would be remedied in the 
Grand Committee, and he anticipated a 
speedy and suecessful passing of the 
measure. 


Mr. T. P. OCCONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he represented a con- 
stituency which consisted largely of 
dockers, and he regretted that that body 
of labourers was not included in the provi- 
sions of the Bill. He had hopes that the 
right hon. Gentleman would favourably 
consider the request that they should 
be included in the Bill. There was 
searcely any body in the country who 
were more entitled to sympathetic con- 
sideration than the dock labourers. 
Their work was extremely precarious, 
and he was told that in his constituency 
fifteen shillings a week was very often 
the average sum these men obtained. 
The docker at present had practically 
no protection under the Factory Acts. 
He would call the attention of the Home 
Secretary to a set of figures which he had 
received from Mr. Sexton, of the Dock 
Labourers’ Union at Liverpool. He did 
not think the House was aware of the 
extraordinary mortality which existed 
amongst dock labourers. As a matter 
of fact, the mortality among them was 
far higher than that among miners, but 
he was bound in honesty to acknowledge 
that the number killed in the case of 
miners was far in excess of the number 
in the ease of dockers. There was a 
considerable amount of insufficient, worn- 
out, and dangerous plant and machinery 
used by the dockers, and accidents were 
of daily occurrence. He impressed on 
the Home Secretary that what the 
docker wanted was not compensation, 
but prevention from danger in the per- 
formance of his work. Many suggestions 
could be made by which accidents could 
be very considerably lessened. He asked 
the Home Secretary to consider what 
could be done to protect the dock 
labourers. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) moved 
the adjournment of the debate. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: LI cannot 


refuse the right hon. Gentleman’s re- 


Debate adjourned till Thursday. 
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CIVIL LIST BILL. 
Urder for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the thirc 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said the House should not be asked at 
two minutes to twelve to pass the Third 
Reading of this Bill without a word of 
discussion. He had voted in favour 
of the Civil List, but he thought an 
opportunity for making remarks upon 
it should be afforded on the Third Read- 
ing. 
given to the Duke of Cornwall, but he 


objected very strongly to his having the | 


revenues of the Duchy of Cornwall, and 
to his having revenues which constituted 


him a landed proprietor in London. It | 
Duke of | 


was unfortunate that the 
Cornwall, or any member of the Royal 
Family, should be placed in the position 
of a landlord, because questions of 
non-payment of rent and eviction must 
necessarily arise. He could not conceive 
any position more injurious to the 
Royal Family. 


It being midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


WAYS AND MEANS (lOtn June). 
Resolution reported. 
MOLASSES AND GLUCOSE. 


“That there shall be charged on and 
after the eleventh day of June nine- 


teen hundred and one the following | 


Customs duties :— 
Molasses and all sugar and 
extracts from sugar which 


cannot be tested by the 
polarisecope— 
If containing 70 per cent. 

or more of sweetening s. d. 
matter the cwt. 2 9 
If containing less than 70 per 

cent. and more than 50 

per cent. of sweetening 
matter the ewt. 2 


If containing not more than 
50 per cent. of sweetening 


matter the ewt. 1 0O 
Glucose : 
Solid the ewt. 


bo bo 


Liquid oe oe - ” 
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He did not object to the amount | 


“ 
0! 


the House. 
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| And that there shall be charged on 
jand after the same date on glucose 
excise duties equivalent to the Customs 
duties charged on that article.’ 


| Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction 
to the Committee on the Finance Bill 
that they have power to make provision 
therein pursuant to the said resolu- 
‘tion.— (Mr. Chancellor of the Exz- 
chequer.) 

HOUSING OF THE 
CLASSES. 

Resotved, That it is expedient that a 
Select Committee of this House be 
| appointed to join with a Committee of 
the Lords to consider the Standing 
Orders relating to houses occupied by 
persons of the labouring class and the 
Clauses usually inserted in Private and 
Local Bills and Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bills in pursuance thereof ; 
‘and to report whether any amend- 
ments should be made in such Standing 
Orders and Clauses, and _ especially 
whether any and what provision should 
'be made for better securing the re- 
housing of all persons of the labouring 
class who may be displaced in connection 
with the undertakings to which the 
Bills relate, whether displaced under the 
powers given by the Bills or otherwise. 


LABOURING 


Message to the Lords to acquaint 
them therewith.—(Vr. Secretary Ritchie.) 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
(PERSONS) IN CHARGE) BILL. 
The Select Committee on Steam 
Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) 
Bill was nominated of—Mr. William 
| Allan, Mr. Baldwin, Sir John Brunner, 
'Mr. Crean, Mr. Galloway, Sir Alfred 
| Hickman, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Nannetti, 
'Lieut.-Colonel Pilkington, Sir Francis 
| Powell, Mr. Renshaw, Colonel Royds, 
| Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. John Wilson (Dur- 
ham), and Sir Thomas Wrightson. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That five be the 


aad William Walrond.) 


quorum. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 


! Twelve of the clock. 





<in <sterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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Wednesday, 12th June, 1901. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


BROADSTAIRS AND ST. PETER’S WATER 
AND IMPROVEMENT BILL [Lords]. 


CHESTER CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 
CHESTERFIELD IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[Lords]. 

FAVERSHAM WATER BILL [Lords]. 


HANDSWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lords]. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [Lords.] 


LYNTON AND BARNSTAPLE RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 


POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [Lords]. 


PORTMADOC, BEDDGELERT, AND SOUTH 
SNOWDON RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


RODGERS’ PATENT BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [Lords]. 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. 

SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 
{Lords}. 


TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM. 
ROADS BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER- 
FORD EXTENSION) BILL. 

“To amend the Dublin, Wicklow, 
and Wexford Railway (New Ross and 
Waterford Extension) Act, 1897; and 
to enable the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wex- 
ford Railway Company to alter the 
level of a certain public road in the town- 
land of Rosbercon and county of Wexford, 
and to carry Railway No. 1 authorised 
by the said Act across the said road on 
the level; and for other purposes; 
read the first time, and referred to the 
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LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee on the 
Bexley Tramways Bill of the present 
session be referred to the Committee 
on Group 8 in respect of the London 
United Tramways Bill--(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 


‘ That, in the case of the Education 
Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [Lords], originating and 
now pending in the Lords, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the Bill be permitted to proceed, 
provided that proof be given before 
the Examiners, and that a report be 
made to the House of the deposit of 
the statement of the number of houses 
of the labouring classes proposed to be 
taken, in the Private Bill Office of the 
House of Commons and at the Office 
of the Central Authority.” 


Resolution agreed to. 





PETITIONS. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 


BILL. 


Petition from Manchester, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BURIAL GROUNDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BURIAL PLACES (EXEMPTION FROM 
RATES) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Cwmaman ; 
Treaman ; Nantmelyn ; and Padell and 
Bwlch Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION BILL. 
Petitions against, from Gravesend ; 
and Sunderland ; to lie upon the Table. 


F 
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HABITUAL DRUNKARDS. | TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE 

Petition from Ecclesall, for alteration ; — anes Se ; 

of Law; to lie upon the Table. | Petition from Aberdeen, for alteration; 


|to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS). 


| 
Petition from Worthing, for alteration | 
! 
{ 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BOTANICAL WORK COMMITTEE. 
LIGHT RAILWAYS BILL. Return [presented 6th June] to be 
Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; | printed. [No. 205.] 
to lie upon the Table. 


of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


GLASGOW (EXPENDITURE ON 
MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. VACCINATION), 
Petitions in favour; from Hafod) Return [presented 6th June] to be 
Rhondda ; George Pit ; Lletty Shenkin ; | printed. [No. 206.] 
Gwrhyd ; Lower Duffryn; Blaennant ; | 


| 
| 


Aberaman; Cwmaman; Fforchaman ; | LOCAL TAXATION (ROYAL 
Treaman; Bwllfa; Padell and Bwlch ; | COMMISSION). 


Nantmelyn; Werfa; Treaman; and Copy presented,—of Final Report of 

Merthyr Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. His Majesty’s Commissioners appointed 

to inquire into the subject of Local Taxa- 

POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) tion [by Command, ; to lie upon the 
LL. | Table. 

Petitions against, from Kinross ; and | 
Aberdeen ; to lie upon the Table. | MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCOR- 
| PORATION OF EALING). 

Copy presented,—of Charter of In- 
‘corporation of the Borough of Ealing, 
‘dated 3rd June, 1901 [by Act]; to lie 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 10 | 2 he Table. oy aay; ee 

CHILDREN BILL. ee 

Petitions against; from Keighley, | 4 Z ee . 
Halitax ; Dukinfield ; Southport ; Nor- | EAST NONDITION. AND 
wich (two); and East Bristol; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Petition from Govan, for alteration 
to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, —of Statement exhibit- 
f /ing the Moral and Material Progress and 

Petitions in favour, from Sheffield ;\ Condition of India during the year 
Birmingham ; Deptford; York ; Ham- 1899-1900. Thirty-sixth Number [by 
mersmith ; Hackney (two); St. Giles ; Act]; to lie upon the Table. is 
Otley ; Streatham (four); Altrincham ; 
Uttoxeter ; Kensington ; Everton ; | EDUCATION (SCIENCE AND ART 
East London; Middlesbrough ; Wood- | . SCHOOLS). 
ford ; Southsea ; Shoreditch ; Liverpool ; | Copy presented,—of Directory, with 
Southport (three) ; Colchester ; Garston ; | Regulations for establishing, conducting, 
Gainsborough (fifteen) ; Morton (three) ; | 114 inspecting Schools and’ Classes in 
Hove; Heath q London ; Macclesfield connection with the Board of Education, 
(three) _— Halifax ; Hardingstone ; ‘South Kensington (from Ist August, 
Wisbech ; Tower Hamlets 4 Hampstead ;/ 1901, to 31st July, 1902) [by Command] ; 
Newbury ; Davenham 5 2 oplar ; West | +0 lie upon the Table. 
Hartlepool ; Timsbury ; and Newcastle- | 
upon-Tyne ; to lie upon the Table. Copy presented,—of Directory, Part IL., 
comprising syllabuses and Lists of Appa- 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | ratus, etc., for use in Schools and Classes 

CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL, |in connection with the Board of Educa- 

Petitions in favour ; Urquhart (two) ; | tion, South Kensington (from 1st August, 
Fodderty; Aberdeen; fand Creich ; to | 1901, to 31st July, 1902) [by Command] ; 
lie upon the Table. |to lie upon the Table. 


] 
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ULSTER CUSTOM (No. 2) BILL. | scholars were in attendance in voluntary 
‘To be read a second time to-morrow. | schools. The question he wished to raise 
'was whether the power of exemption 

EDUCATION (YOUNG CHILDREN | should be given by the school board alone, 
“SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) | 0T by the managers of voluntary schools 


BILL. /as well. He had great confidence in the 
As amended (by the Standing Com- | #dministration of schoo] boards, but there 
mittee), considered. | were districts wherein the parents of 


children attending voluntary schools 


*Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) formed a very considerable proportion of 
moved as an Amendment on Clause 2, | the population. They were not of the 
page 1, line 12, to leave out ‘‘ From the wealthier classes, but of the class most 
school board of the district.” The ques- | likely to avail themselves of the exemp- 
tion involved in this Amendment was, tion. If in those districts the school 
he said, whether or not the managers of | boards, for some reason or other, 
voluntary schools in Scotland would, in pursued a policy under which there would 
consequence of the passing of this Bill, | be no exemptions, there was nothing in 
be placed in a worse position than they | the Bill to compel them to grant examin- 
were at present. The existing system, tion for exemption. The consequence 
which had obtained for many years, was | Would be that there would be a large 
ae number of children who would be denied 
the privilege which the Bill proposed 
should be placed within their reach. The 
object he had in view was a very simple 
one. It was desirable that the managers 
| of voluntary schools should continue to 
have in this respect the power which 
|they practically possessed at present, 
_and therefore he moved the Amendment. 


well-understood system, and had worked 


by Chapter 5 of the Scotch Education 
Code, Sections 113 to 117. Power was 
granted to inspectors to issue these 
labour certificates after examination, 
and the examination took place on the 
special application of a school board or 
the managers of a voluntary school. 
Throughout the whole of the clause in| Amendment proposed— 

the Education Code the school board and |, ,“ In page 1, line 12, to leave out the words 
the managers of the voluntary schools oe mama beard of the distriet.""—( afr. 
were placed in exactly the same position. |~ 

That being so, up to the present time; Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
there had been no greater difficulty in | proposed to be left out stand part of the 
obtaining labour certificates on behalf of | Bill.” 

children in voluntary schools than for 

children in board schools. It was a littlke ©Mr. MAXWELL (Dumfriesshire) said 
difficult to estimate the number of labour | that the Bill had been so entirely altered 
certificates issued in the course of a year, in Committee that a great change had 
and so far as he knew no return was been made in the administration of educa- 
made of them. According to the Report tion in Scotland. The point raised by 
of the Scotch Education Department for the Amendment was the relation of the 
this year, the total number of children school boards to the voluntary schools. 
in Scotland between twelve and thirteen | It was quite plain that the board schools 
and between thirteen and fourteen years | would compel children up to the age of 
of age aggregated 192,265, but only | twelve to attend school. Hitherto exemp- 
140,588 of these were attending school, tion had been granted to children between 
leaving 51,677 who were not at school. twelve and fourteen ; but before granting 
That showed the total number of scholars | exemption inquiry was made into the 
who}might be affected by the new legis- | circumstances of each child. There were 
lation of this Bill. The returns pub-| two points which had to be considered 
lished by the Scottish Education Depart-|in regard to the circumstances of the 
ment last year showed that there were| children. First, the position of the 
81,749 scholars at voluntary schools, and | parents, and whether it would be a hard- 
626,089 at public schools; that was to| ship to them if the children were com- 
say, 15 per cent. of the total number of | pelled to continue at school ; and, second, 


F 2 
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the standard of proficiency which the | be on the merits of each individual case. 
children had reached. It was in regard | That discretion it might be perfectly safe 
to the standard of proficiency that there | to put in the hands of the school boards, 
wou'd be difficulty. How were the school | but he did not think that they could 
boards to find out the standard of pro-| have the same confidence in a casually 
ficiency the children had reached? At | appointed board of managers of voluntary 
present it was quite easy to doso, forall schools—Roman Catholic or Episcopalian. 
they, required to do was to ascertain) He thought it would have a_ very 
whether the children had obtained a | dangerous effect on occasion, and it would 
labour certificate. But now under this | certainly have a very great effect on 
Bill there was to be no labour certificate ;; the standing of the children attending 
and it would be for the school boards | voluntary schools. Instead of sending 
to obtain a report from the managers |their children to the board school 
of the voluntary schools as to what stan-| some parents would send them to the 
dard the child had reached, so that in | voluntary schools, in the hope that they 
granting exemption they would be acting, | would get a certificate of exemption 
not on their own knowledge, but on the | without examination. He objected en- 
report of the managers of ‘the voluntary |tirely to the principle of leaving the 
schools. Looking to the provisions of | discretion in the hands of the managers 
Clause 3, where power was given toreduce of voluntary schools. 
the time of compulsory attendance, it 
would be rather hard on the school board) *THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
to compel them to grant a certificate on GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) said that 
knowledge supplied by other people, and it was, of course, no fault of his hon. 
to suffer in the matter of grants friend that he had to move his Amend- 
in consequence. If power were given ment on this clause, but it did not con- 
to the managers to grant exemption duce to the clear understanding of the 
certificates, the school board should' House. The Amendment dealt really 
require the managers of voluntary! with the third clause, and not with 
schools to state why the exemption had the second. It was only because there 
been granted. That would place them was a mention of the word “ school- 
in exactly in the same position as they | board” in the second clause that his 
were at present. |hon. friend had put this Amendment 
| on the Paper. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, | * ue 
Partick) said that the AO was | Mr. RENSHAW ‘said he had to pro- 
quite inconsistent with the whole idea , POS¢ his Amendment in order to raise 


of the Bill. There was to be a fixed | | the question. 


and rigid standard, but a discretion to | 

modify that standard was to be placed | *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
in the hands of an authority. That | entirely agreed with his hon friend, 
authority was one which everybody in | and in fact was explaining the point. 
Scotland believed was well capable of | But it was as well to understand that 
exercising the discretion ; but he would | what they were really discussing was 
not say that the same confidence would | not the second clause at all,: but the 
be felt in a casual body of voluntary | body which was to give the exemption 
school managers. At present labour | certificate which was dealt with in the 
certificates were granted to children in| third clause. He entirely agreed with 
voluntary sc shools, not through the |the provisions in the Bill, and had full 
school boards, but as the result of an| sympathy with them. He believed that 
independent examination by the inspec-|the managers of the voluntary schools 
tor, and that was the principle on which | were deserving of every confidence. 
they were pretty well agreed in aa: | gee as much as one would give to 
mittee upstairs. The question raised by | the school boards; but still this general 
the Amendmentof his hon. friend w asthat | dispensatory power should be given to 
a fixed and rigid standard of exemption | one recognised authority, and, of course. 
should not be laid dow n, and that if|the proper authority was the school 
exemption were to be granted it should board. This was to take the place of 


Mr. Macrwell. i 
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the labour certificate, and in the past 
the labour certificate was managed, not 
by the school board, but through the 
school board. There had never been 
‘the slightest friction with any of 
voluntary school managers on that 
-aecount, and there was no reason to 
anticipate friction in the future with 
the exercise of common sense on the 
part of both the school boards and the 
managers. As to the suggestion of the 
hon. 
the Education Department might cut 
short the grants to the school boards, 
that, of course, could only be done in 


the event of the school boards going | 
in for a general system of exemption, | 


and would not apply to individual | 


cases. Therefore, upon the whole, he: 
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Member for Dumfriesshire, that | 
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thought the House would do well to accept 
the clause as it came from the Standing 
Committee. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) hoped 
the hon. Member for West Renfrew- 
shire would not press his Amendment 
| to a division, as it affected the first prin- 
| ciple of the Bill. The relationship of the 
_school boards in Scotland to the managers 
of the voluntary schools in Scotland 
_had hitherto been very friendly, and 
there had been no friction, and therefore 
| the less change there was made in the 
| system the better. 


Question put. 


The ‘ House? divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 49. (Division List No. 247.) 


97 ; 


> 





Acland-Heod,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Bill, Charles 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) 
Burns, John 
‘Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
‘Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colville, John 

Craig, Rebert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon, Sir Charles 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore | 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Ma’dstone | 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lerd Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ferd 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
‘Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 





Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) | 
Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Crean, Eugere 

‘Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


AYES. 
Hanbury, Rt Hon. Robert W. { 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batty 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF (Accrington | 
Levy, Maurice 
Lucas,ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth | 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. E. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander | 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Percy, Earl 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Purvis, Robert 
Rea, Russell 





| 


NOES. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Field, William | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John i 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'd | 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


Rentoul, James Alexander 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 


Russell, T. W. 

Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarksh.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
| Thomson, F. W.( York, W.R.) 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir W. H. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Wason; JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Pirie and Mr. Cochrane. 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James(Kent) 
Lundon, W. 

M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Myers, William Henry 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Donneil, John (Mayo, S.) 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Sullivan, Donal 

Power, Patrick Joseph | Tollemache, Henry James 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) | Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Reid, James (Greenock) 





O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander | TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
O'Dowd, John Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) Mr. Renshaw and Mr. 
O’Mara, James Sheehan, Daniel Daniel | Maxwell. 





Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard | Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart | 
*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent,Thanet) | would like to know who was responsible 
said he wished to move an Amendment | for the present Bill. There were certain 
to lines 14 and 15. The purpose of the| names on the back of it, but he was 
Bill seemed to be to raise the age/ rather surprised that a representative 
of compulsory attendance at school from | of the Government had risen to defend 
twelve or thirteen to fourteen years of | the clause, and had apparently already 
age. There was no doubt that Scottish become the sponsor of the measure. His 
Members seemed to think that it was | right hon. friend the Leader of the House, 
almost an impertinence for anyone! had he been present, would have seen 
born south of the Tweed to intervene in | that this Bill was a very grave departure 
Scotch debates. ‘from the principle which he had laid 
down only the day before. He would 
Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | ask the Lord Advocate whether His 
(Stirling Burghs): No, no ! | Majesty’s Government were themselves 
*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said that, at | Prepared to take the responsibility of 
any rate, English Members must recol- asking Parliament ni depart bring « mf 
lect that it was frequently stated in principle laid down two years ago, when 
See eee ae , SLs _4,,| the age of thirteen was placed on the 
Parliament, when proposals were made S ype c limit of 
for legislation, that the principle had | dtatute-book as the extreme imit ot 
already been adopted by the House of this meddlesome interference with the 
} ane responsibilities of parents. His right hon 
Commons ; therefore English Members if “I dtl I q rt ciate Mee calle 
must beware how precedents were esta- ‘™€? ene Leaaerct thekiouse = oe y 
blished which would affect England, even condemned the pee i vasa sak 
if they did not take up the ground he ment getting non-official Members in- 
himself did, namely, that all Members troduce Bills, and getting them a 
had an equal right to discuss every the preliminary stages, and then taking 
question that came _ before  Parlia- them up. 
ment. The whole of this subject had *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
been threshed out by the House of Com- | understand that the right hon. Gentle- 
mons only two years ago, whenthe hon. | man is proposing to substitute thirteen 
Member for South Shields succeeded in | for fourteen in the clause ; but he is 
carrying a Bill to raise the age limit | not addressing himself to that point. 
for compulsory attendance at school to | : 
thirteen years. In the present Bill) *Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he wished 
they were asked to raise the age limit by to know to whom he could address hi: 
another year, and to depart from the | inquiry as who was responsible for this 
principle which was then fixed. He was departure from the precedent set in 
sorry that the Leader of the House was! England only two years ago as to the 
not present, although he was not finding | limit of compulsory attendance at school. 
fault with him for the occasion of his| He objected altogether to this meddle- 
absence. But the right hon. Gentleman | some interference with the responsibility 
had laid down only on the previous day | of parents. He knew that very likely 
a very sound principle when he said that, it would be urged that that  prin- 
in his judgment, it would be distinctly | ciple had been infringed upon in the 
wrong for the Government to seek to! compulsory attendance section of the 
establish principles of a controversial , Act of 1870; but he had always con- 
character and carry them into legislation | sidered that that was an unwarranted 
by means of a Wednesday Bill which | interference with parental control, and 
they made, in its later stages, part of was asubstitution of the authority of the 
the Government programme. He State for that of the father of the family.. 
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He had denounced it then as a very large | 
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too clear to the House. He was evi- 
dently in opposition to the entire Bill. 


interference with the liberty of the sub- | 
ject, and had divided the House against | So far from his having been suborned 
the compulsory attendance clause; he! by the Government to introduce this 
had never regretted having done so, | Bill, it was the outcome of a wide- 
and if the same set of circumstances! spread agitation in all parts of the 
again arose he would do precisely | country, and it was the universal desire 
as he had done thirty-one years ago. | in Scotland that it should become law. 
He wanted to know why the principle} He trusted that the House would not 
laid down by Parliament only two years yield in any way to the factious opposition 
ago was to be departed from and the) of the right hon. Gentleman, and that 





age of compulsory attendance at school | 
be raised in Scotland to fourteen years. | 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) | 
said he would remind the right hon’ | 
Gentleman that Scotland had always | 
been ahead of England in the matter | 
of education. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said that that | 

practically confirmed his objection to | 
piecemeal legislation. He knew that, 
his hon. friend was in favour of Home | 
Rule, but he objected to the Imperial | 
Parliament, without any guidance or 
direction, being launched on this course 
of piece-meal legislation. They heard 
a great deal about technical education 
nowadays, but he ventured to say that | 
a child between twelve and fourteen 
years of age, in a rural district, could 
learn a great deal of technical work | 
which would strengthen him for his career 
in after life. His point was that a child at | 
the age of between twelve and fourteen 
was practically learning in the rural | 
districts the ordinary calling which he, 
would pursue in after life, and if in these | 
years he was kept away from that em- | 
ployment it would be a distinct dis-| 
advantage to him. The principle of | 
inducing the children of agricultural 
labourers to drift away from rural occu- 
pations into the towns and obtain a| 
footing in some other class of work 
ought not to be encouraged. He begged 
to move that in lines 11 and 15 to 
substitute 13 for 14. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 15, to leave out the word 
‘fourteen,’ and insert the word ‘thirteen.’ ”’— 
(Mr James Lowther.) 





Question proposed, ‘* That the word | 


* fourteen ’ stand part of the Bill.” | 


Mr. PIRIE said that the right hon. | 
Gentleman had made his meaning only 





his Amendment would not be carried. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 
that as an English Member he might be 
allowed to say a word on behalf of the 
southern kingdom. His right hon. 
friend, who took a very great interest 


‘in the Act of 1899, had not quite accu- 


rately stated the case. In that Act 
thirteen years was not the maximum, 
but the minimum, therefore the com- 
ments of his right hon. friend were not 
well grounded. But even since that 
time Parliament had been active, though 
his right hon. friend had not shared that 
activity, for in 1900 another Act was 
passed, which enabled the local authorities 
to make fourteen years the standard. 
He hoped he might be allowed to express 
his respectful and profound admiration 
as an educationist of the manner in 
which the Scottish Members had attended 
and taken part in the discussions in 
Committee. It was mest cheering, and 
encouraging, and hopeful; and he 
thought that the example set by Scotland 


|should be followed by England. He 


trusted that the House would not allow 
any modification of the Bill in any 
direction. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Thanet, whose great ability in ques- 
tions of procedure they all recognised, 
had referred to the principle which had 
been laid down by the First Lord of the 
Treasury on the previous day ; but the 
First Lord of the Treasury only spoke 
of a Government putting up a private 
Member as a “ bonnet” to introduce 
a Bill, in order to make it a Government 
Bill afterwards ; but that certainly had 
not happened in this case. Under this 
Bill they were not making any great 
change in the law, for the right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to be unaware that 
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exemption could be made to the age of 
fourteen. At this stage of the Bill they 
were only dealing with the standard 
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' when they attended school in the morn- 


exemption ; and the right hon. Gentle- | 


man’s Amendment would interfere with 
the principle of the Bill. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER asked leave 


to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said he wished 
to move an Amendment dealing with 
a subject of much importance, and in 
regard to which the School Board of 
Glasgow had taken a great deal of in- 
terest. He meant the question of casual 
employment of children in the early 
hours of the morning. That subject 
was particularly pressing, not only in 
Glasgow, but in other parts of Scotland. 
He did not know that public opinion 
had ripened so far on the matter that it 
would be possible to introduce any pro- 
visions on the subject in this Bill, but 
he hoped by raising the question in the 
House now such an expression of opinion 
might be called forth that it would be 
helped on in the country very materially, 
and that some Bill such as that intro- 
duced by his hon. friend opposite would 
be brought in next year, and, after full 
discussion by the school boards of 
Scotland, would be passed, as he trusted 
the present Bill would be. Of course 
it was well understood by the House 
that the employment of children was 


ing were already tired out by the work 
they had done, and were therefore 
unfitted to benefit by the education they 
received. The school board desired to 
ensure that the attendance should not 
only last for a certain number of years, 
but that it should be continuous and 
effective while it took place. There were 
various points in which they wished to 
improve the existing law in order to get 
more effective benefit for the children 
during the years of their attendance, 
but as these were outside the scope of the 
Bill he must not enlarge upon them. 
On the question of truancy, and in regard 
to the desertion of children by their 
fathers, the school boards hoped to have 
stronger powers put into their hands of 
moving the sheriffs. The ambition of 
the school boards was to have more 
control of the children in different ways, 
in order to make their school attendance 
more regular and more effective, and 
one of the ways in which, in Glasgow in 
particular, they thought they ought to 
have more control over the children 
was in regard to this employment in 


the early morning. It was a difficult 
question, and he confessed that he 
‘did not think either his own 


divided into labour and casual employ- , 


ment. Labour they had already dealt 
with. Casual employment was defined 
as vending in the streets or other places 
any article whatsoever, and also employ- 
ment of any other kind outside the 
child’s own home. Now, miscellaneous 
employments, such as selling newspapers 
or milk, and a great deal of agricultural 
work in the country, had been subject 
to definite restriction since the Act of 
1878, but the force of these restrictions 
was being increased by the present Bill. 
There was a limitation in regard to the 
hours at night. Under the Bill the 
casual employment of children attending 
school was not allowed after nine o’clock 
at night in summer, or after seven o'clock 
in winter. He wanted to put a limit at 
the other end also. Many of the children 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


proposal or the proposal in the name of 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell 
would bea satisfactory way of dealing with 
it. His own proposal was, he thought, too 
weak. But he was anxious not to go 
too far, and he put it down on the prin- 
ciple of making several bites at the cherry. 
The hon. Member for North Camberwell 
had gone a good deal further, and had put 
down a proposal that no child should be 
allowed to have any casual employ- 


' ment before the time of morning schoul. 


He was quite sure that was a proposal 
which would not carry public opinion in 
Scotland. There was a lot of work. both 
in towns and in the country, that children 
could very well do with advantage to 
themselves, and it would be hardly 
possible to prevent altogether the casual 
employment of children before school 
hours. He thought it would be found 
that local circumstances differed so much 
that they could not lay down any hard 
and fast rule that would apply equally 
to all parts of Scotland,town and country: 
They would, it seemed to him, have to go 


rather on the lines of the principle of 





161 


this Bi 
to dea 
were d 
and hi 
questic 
power 
the m 
a chilc 
by the 
li it w 
tion, t 
sheriff 
not tl 
ference 
This B 
one wl 
more ¢ 
were 1 
and it 
raise a 
He th 
to rese 
employ 
opport 
that t 
school 
which 
present 
begged 


Ame 


“ In I 
the wot 
ing or.’ 


Ques 
be thet 


Mr. 
Burghs 
accept 
cluded : 
be anil 
employ 
hours « 
He did 
legislat 
labour 
five in 
underst 
should 
in the 
wholly 
hon. M 
would 
princip 
prevent 
betwee 
nine in 


fl 
' 


oS 


WO hee 


= er Vr 





161 Education (Children 


this Bill, and give school boards discretion 
to deal with cases as they arose. They 
were doing that in the case of attendance, 
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simply this: the casual employment of 
these young children after school work 


/was over might be defended, but from 


and he thought the real solution of this | 


question would be to give school boards 
power to forbid casual employment in 


an educational point of view he could 
look upon nothing more hazardous, and 


possibly dangerous, not only to the 


the morning if it was such as to render | 


a child incapable of properly benefiting 
by the teaching provided in the school. 
li it were desired to give further protec- 
tion, they might allow an appeal to the 
sheriff, who would decide whether or 
not there had been an undue inter- 
ference on the part of the school board. 


This Bill was a wide and ‘strong measure, | 
one which was getting through,the House | 


more easily, perhaps, than it would if it 
were fully understood in the country, 
and it might, if it were further widened, 
raise a good deal of feeling in the country. 
He therefore thought it would be wiser 
to reserve any further limitation of the 
employment of children for a further 
opportunity. But he felt very strongly 
that this was the line on which the 
school boards would desire to act, and on 
which Parliament ought, either now or 
presently, to give them full power. He 
begged to move his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 18, after ‘1878’ to insert 
the words ‘ before five o’clock in the morn- 
ing or.’ ”—(Mr. Parker Smith.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.’ 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) hoped the House would not 
accept the Amendment. If it were in- 
cluded in the Bill it would almost appear to 
be an invitation to employers of labour to 
employ young children between the 
hours of five and nine in the morning. 
He did not think that they needed to 
legislate in the sense that employers of 
labour would employ these infants before 
five in the morning, and he could not 
understand why the hon. 
should desire to insert such a provision 
in the Bill. His own sympathy was 
wholly with the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell. 


principle that young children should be 
prevented from being casually employed 
between the hours of seven or eight and 
nine in the morning, and his reason was 


health of the children, but to their 
intellectual progress, than that they 


| should be sent to work, more particularly 


in large towns, and should then go in an 
exhausted condition to school to have 
their intellectual instruction proceeded 
with. What they surely ought to desire 
was not an Amendment of the character 
now betore the House, but such an 
Amendment as would strengthen the 
hands of the local authorities in excluding 
even from casual employment these 
young people. He did not say there 
might not be something in what the 
hon. Member for Partick had said as to 
certain districts being distinguishable 


from others, and that there might be 


here and there cases in which there might 
be legitimate casual employment for an 
hour or two in the morning; but the 
idea of inserting the hour of five o'clock 
in the Bill, as if it was the intention of 
school boards to sanction the employ- 
ment of children from five to nine in the 
morning, was one to which he hoped 
the House would not assent. If the 
House would accept the suggestion that 
seven o'clock in the morning should be 
the hour fixed, he thought it would be a 
very good compromise. 


Mr. RENSHAW said he would be 
exceedingly sorry to see any change 
made in the existing position as laid down 
in the Act of 1878. The hon. Member 
for Partick approached the question from 
the point of view of the great city of 
Glasgow. He was not so qua‘ified to 
speak in that respect, but, as representing 
2 rural district, he ventured to say that 
if this proposal to limit the hours, either 


|in the direction suggested by the hon. 


Member | 


Member for Partick—which really 
amounted to nothing, because no child 
was employed before five o’clock—or on 


the line suggested by the hon. Member ior 


He | 
would be quite ready to assent to the | 
‘districts of the country ? 


Camberwell, were adopted, it would be 
a fatal blunder. What was the child 
labour which was done in the rural 
His own dis- 


} . . . . . 
trict was a dairy district, and it was not 


an unusual thing for children to carry 
milk in the morning, but the_Amend- 
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ment would prevent a child from carry- 
ing a can of milk to a neighbour’s cottage 
or to the%village in which he was going to 
receive his education. He would exceed- 
ingly regret, in the interests of education, 
that they should take a step which, in his 
judgment, would be prejudicial to the 
interest of the children themselves and 
of no possible benefit to their education. 
What would be the alternative supposing 
these children had no little occupation 
of that kind? Very often it was the} 
most mischievous children who were | 
taken out to do this work; it was the | 
only way to control them effectively ; | 
and to intrude upon the domestic life of | 
the homes in Scotland by a proposal of | 
this kind would be unwise and, in the 
interests of education, undesirable. 


Education (Children 





Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) | 
said he was very glad this question had | 
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hours a week in school, little youngsters 
of the most tender age were subjected to 
the most exacting physical toil for fifty, 
sixty, and sixty-five hours. He found 
school-teachers stating that children fell 
asleep at their desks because of the 
rigour of this employment before school 
hours. He found that children were 
taken out of their beds at two or three 
o'clock in the morning and subjected to 
all sorts of toil, sent to school at nine, 
leaving at twelve, and engaging in two 
hours toi! at mid-day, going back to 
school at two, leaving at 4.30, and then 
continuing till midnight at newspaper 
selling or other work. The Glasgow 
School Board had prepared a Return 
dated 18th February, 1901, and he 
commended the figures to the hon. 
Member for Renfrewshire. That Return 
showed that there were 4,628 children 
engaged in certain labour after they had 


been raised. He looked upon this as'| been twenty-seven and a half hours a 
constituting one of the gravest national | week in school. As to the ages of the 
scandals that cried aloud for reform. | Children, fourteen were between six and 
He would endeavour to justify that | seven, fifty-eight between seven and 





statement, and he hoped the advocates | 
of the eight-hours day for miners would | 
be patient with them, because by this Bill | 
they were endeavouring to regulate the | 
hours of labour for children, and to secure | 
that they should not work fourteen and | 
twelve and ten hours, as in so many cases 
they did at the present time. There 
were no official figures for Scotland, but 
they had an official Return for England 
and Wales, which was presented in 1899, 
and that Return disclosed a measure of 
suffering which to him constituted a 
bitter and ironical comment upon our 
greatness as a nation. The Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Council made it the theme of 
his speech in introducing the Estimates 
on 28th April, 1899—more than two 
years ago. Although the right hon. 
Gentleman then said that the Return 
east a lurid light over the social condition 
of the artisan classes of the country, 
absolutely nothing had been done. He 
himself had had the privilege of being 
asked by the School Board for London to 
summarise and compile a Return of the 
state of the facts for London, and he 
never remembered the facts which came 
under his notice then without a feeling of 
shame and indignation that such things 
should be permitted to continue. In 
addition to twenty-seven and a_ half 


Mr. Renshaw. 





eight, and 157 between eight and nine. 


Mr. RENSHAW: Can the _ hen. 


Member tell me what the occupations are? 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I propose to 
givethem. With regard to the education 
qualification of the children, 42 were in 
the infants’ department, 186 were in 
Standard I., and 371 were in Standard 
II. As to the occupations, 2,164 spent 
their time in distributing milk, 899 in 
carrying round and selling newspapers. 


in many cases, of course, right up to 


midnight, 530 were engaged in grocers’ 
shops, 144 in butchers’, 108 in barbers, 


214 in bakers’, and 569 in miscellaneous: 


occupations. As to the hours of employ- 
ment, in addition to the twenty-seven 
and a half spent in school, 719 worked 
from twenty to twenty-five hours a 
week, 461 from twenty-five to thirty, 
313 from thirty to thirty-five, 167 from 
thirty-five to forty, eighty from forty 


to forty-five, twenty from forty-five to: 


fifty, and in one or two cases they went 
up to sixty. The number working from 


two to three hours in the morning was: 


467, from three to four hours 338, and’ 


twelve worked from four to five hours.. 


With regard to the question of poverty, 


and the contention that it was the people: 
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in straitened circumstances who made 
use of casual employment, a statement 
was made by the clerk to the Glasgow 
School Board, at a conference held in 
Edinburgh during Whit-week, to the 
efect that their experience in Glasgow 
was that the children engaged in selling 
on the streets were not by any means to 
he regarded as the children of parents in 
desperate poverty, and that it was 
rather the careless, thriftless, self- 
indulgent, often criminal parent who 
subjected his child to this toil, and such 
parents existed, he fancied, even in 
Seotland. As to the proposal before the 
House. what would it mean? In 
summer time that a child might work 
four hours in the morning, then go for 
five and a half hours to school, and then 
work for four and a half hours in the 
evening, or fourteen hours a day; and 
in the winter time it would mean three 
hours work in the morning, five and a 
half hours in school, and two and a half 
hours work in the evening, or eleven 
hours a day. Now, if this question was 
to be tackled—and it must: be at a very 
early date—it would not be on the lines of 
the Amendment now before the House. 
If they were going to regulate this 
thing let them regulate it generously. If 
the Amendment were carried it would be 
said by parents that that was the level of 
their moral obligation, that the Statute- 
book said so, and they would start their 
children at five o'clock in the morning 
accordingly. He had an Amendment 
upon the Paper saying that no child 
should work before school hours, and he 
was prepared to back it through thick 
and thin. He heard flamboyant refer- 
ences to the greatness of this country, 
but these children were the heritors of the 
greatness of this country. Surely it 
became us to equip them in such a way 
as would enable them to carry their 
responsibilities properly. Yet because 
he suggested that little youngsters of 
tender years should not engage in physical 
toil it was said that he was a visionary, 
and not at all practical. He would rather 
have the matter left where it was now, 
with the small proposal with regard to 
evening work which the Bill contained, 
and for which he was very grateful, 
than see the entirely reactionary Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member carried. 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) said 


everyone had listened with great interest 
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to the speech of the hon. Member for 

North Camberwell, who was a very great 

authority on all educational questions, 

but, like most experts on educational 

questions, he allowed his enthusiasm 

to carry him rather far. He forgot, in 

the first instance, that this Bill did not 

deal with London but affected Scotland, 

where the conditions were totally diffe- 

rent in every respect from those existing 

in the metropolis. The hon. Member 

said this was one of the gravest national 

scandals, and then quoted figures from 

Glasgow affecting children of the ages 

of six or seven. He had no doubt the hon. 

Member had every cause to have his feel- 

ings stirred by the experience he had 

gained in London and elsewhere; there 

were the very gravest scandals affecting 

small children, but the law in Scotland 

already dealt with the point raised by 

the hon. Member. The hon. Member 

spoke of children of six or seven doing 

fifty or sixty hours work a week, but that 

ought to be impossible in Scotland under 

the existing law. He would refer the 

hon. Member to the Act of 1878. Under 

Clause 6 of that Act no child under the 

age of ten could be employed in any casual. 
employment. What more could Par- 

liament do? If the law was not properly 

enforced in Glasgow, surely the school 

board was responsible. But when they 

were dealing with such matters they 

could not go in advance of public opinion : 
if they wished to benefit the children 

themselves. This Bill would raise the 

age from ten to twelve. Did the hon. 

Member mean to say that a boy of twelve 

in a country district was not to be allowed 

to deliver a pint of milk or a basket of 

potatoes on his way to school? He did 
not know what would be the result of 
education in this country if educational 

experts were allowed a free hand. There 
would be a revolt against education 

altogether. Do let hon. Members be 
sensible. He had been a supporter of 
the Bill and had done his best to get it 
through, and he did not want to see 

raised against it a hostile feeling on the- 
part of a large portion of the population 
of Scotland. He hoped the Amendment 

would not be agreed to. 

Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I 
agree entirely with my hon. and learned 
friend the Member for the Border Burghs 
that it would be very undesirable for- 
the House to accept this Amendment.. 
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As my hon. and learned friend said, it 
would almost amount to an invitation 
to a kind of employment which is rare 
and, I am glad to say, becoming increas- 
ingly rare. But I rise for the purpose 
of making one observation. I entirely 
sympathise with the spirit that animated 
the speech of my hon. friend the Member 
‘for North Camberwell; but the diffi- 
culty in a case of this kind is not so much 
to frame a law as to enforce it. A great 
many of the shocking cases referred to 


by my hon. friend of children, six, seven, , 
and eight years of age, being employed | 


for three and four hours in the morning 
‘are absolutely illegal at the present 
moment. But how are you to enforce 
the law? That is the real difficulty. 
In a factory or workshop, or any place 
where labour is habitually and systemati- 
cally carried on, the process of inspection 
which is necessary to the due enforce- 
ment of the law is comparatively easy, 
but when you are dealing with casual 
employment in the streets or in the 
fields, unless you have a very much 
larger army of inspectors and police than 
the local authorities at present possess, 
it is extremely difficult to find out the 
offence, and still more difficult to bring 
it home to the offender. I have taken 
a& great interest in this question for a 
great many years, and have constantly 
pressed it upon the attention of the 
Government, and my object in rising is 
not so much to enlarge upon the diffi- 
culties as to ask a specific question, be- 
cause I see a representative of the Home 
Office on the Treasury bench. The 
Vice-President of the Board of Educa- 
tion told us a year ago in connection 
with another Bill which we were con- 


sidering in the Grand Committee up- | 


stairs that a Departmental Committee 
had been appointed by the Education 
Department and the Home Office to 
consider the whole question of child 
labour in its relation to education and in 
its relation to what I may call labour 
legislation also. I desire to ask what 
progress that Committee has made, 
whether it has reached the stage now of 


presenting a Report, whether the Govern- | 


{COMMONS} 


! 
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THe UNDER SECRETARY 
STATE For THE HOME DEPART. 


MENT (Mr. Jesse 
ham, Bordesley) : 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL could not 
help feeling that a case had been made 
out, not only to-day but on former occa. 
sions, in favour of legislation respecting 
casual labour. It seemed almost an 
absurdity that we should have laws 
affecting factories and workshops, but 
that casual labour should be pursued 
almost altogether without interference 
by the Legislature. He hoped that 
when the Report to which reference had 
been made was published, and the Govern- 
ment had had time to consider it, legis. 
lation would be submitted to the House, 
In dealing with this difficult subject 
they must bear in mind that they could 
not have the same law applicable to 
every district of the country. The 
circumstances of the towns differed 
from those of the rural districts, and 
even as between towns themselves the 
conditions differed. Now, Parliament 
had dealt with casual employment in 
local Acts. Some of these Acts came 
before him when he was a member of 
the Police and Sanitary Committee. 
That Committee considered the wants 
of each case, and the condition of each 
town, and they passed Acts to meet 
those conditions. The latest decision ot 
Parliament, so far as he knew, on this 
subject related to the great city of Liver- 
pool. In that case the law was not 
made rigid. But a clause was inserted 
in their Bill of 1899 which he believed 
worked admirably, and had done a great 
deal to relieve Liverpool from the seandal 
and disgrace of child labour in casual 
employments. This clause authorised 
the Corporation of Liverpool to make 
regulations as to the hours during 
| which, the places where and the con- 
ditions under which, such labour should 
| be pursued. He thought that if they 
clothed the different authorities with 
| powers of that kind, and defined certain 
‘limits of age within which labour should 
under no conditions be pursued, that 


COLLINGS, Birming. 
I will inquire. 
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control, authority, and discipline over 
young persons between the ages of 
twelve and fourteen. He believed it 
was better that they should have some 
eanployment, and be under some dis- 
cipline, and be taught habits of respon- 
ibility. He believed employment with- 
in moderate limits,‘ properly conducted 
under healthy circumstances, was a 
benefit rather than a mischief, and he 
felt certain that Parliament would not 
act wisely if by one drastic and rigid 
law affecting the whole country they 
interfered with the conditions of | 
labour, which varied so much in different 
parts of the country. 





*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: No- 
body is in favour of the Amendment now | 
before the House. The hon. Member | 
for Partick himself admits that it is too | 
weak ; the hon. Member for West Ren- 
frew thinks it goes too far, and the hon. 
Member for Camberwell thinks it does 
not go far enough. Those who are very 
anxious in this matter should, I think, 
accept the considerable step given by this 
Bill. The right hon. Member for East 
Fife said the difficulty was not to make 
laws but to enforce them, and surely the 
corollary of that is that, if you have a 
dass of laws which it is very difficult to 
enforce, it would never be very wise to 
make your laws very much in advance 
of ordinary public opinion. We have 
yot a sufficient guarantee, I think, that 
public opinion is with us to the extent to 
which we have gone, because hon. Mem- 
hers will remember that this clause was 
passed through the House of Lords 
more than a year ago, and [ am not aware 
that in any public discussion of the sub- 
ject, in the press or elsewhere, any 
serious objection has been offered by the 
people of Scotland. However admir- 
ible may be in theory the changes sug- 
gested by the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell, we should get ahead of public 
opinion if we adopted them, and then, as 
the right hon. Member for East Fife 
truly pointed out, although we should 
have an excellent law upon the Statute 
Book we could not possibly enforce it. 


CotonEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton) said the question of casual 
labour was a very serious one from the 
manufacturer's point of view. In fac- 
tories children learned a particular trade, 








lamas a reasonable mood as the hon. 
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but casual labour did them no good what- 
ever, and it was a considerable grievance 
that the position of children in factories 
should not be the same as that of children 
in casual employment. Three-fourths of 
the agitation two years ago on the half- 
time question arose because children: 
were kept from school by all sorts of 
casual employment, and yet, instead of 
finding a remedy by dealing with that 
casual employment, Parliament raised 
the age in connection with those em- 
ployments where the system of inspection 
was now perfect. He very much agreed 
with the sentiments of the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell. In theory he 
was right, and he hoped, if it could be 
done, that the rules and regulations that 
applied to factories and other places 
where inspection was perfect would be 
applied to casual work, which really did 
children no good. He certainly would 
vote against the Amendment. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said that in 
view of the satisfactory discussion that 
had arisen he would ask leave to with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Dr. MACNAMARA moved, in Clause 2, 
page 1, line 18, to leave out 9 and insert 
8. The proposal of the clause, he said, 
was that children should be allowed to 
work till nine o'clock at night during the 
summer months. That meant, assum- 
ing a child worked three hours in the 
morning, a thirteen hours day. He 
proposed that the hour at night should 
be eight o’clock instead of nine. It was 
a very small concession, and he hoped it 
would meet with the approval of hon. 
Members opposite. Even if it were made, 
the hours of work would still be quite long 
enough. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 18, to leave out the word 
‘nine’ and insert the, word ‘eight.’”—({Dr 
Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘nine’ stand part of the Bill.”’ 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is 
always rather ungracious to have to 
refuse an hon. Member who appears in 
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Member who has just addressed the 
House, and who has, I think, very 
frankly acquiesced in the general feeling 
of the House, and not proceeded with his 
larger Amendment; and it is really, 
therefore, with sorrow that I must stick 
to the Bill as it is. I would remind the 
hon.. Member that as regards the question 
between eight and nine, it is not alto- 
gether a question of an extra hour’s 
iabour for a child ; it is the question also 
of the time at which it may be con- 
venient to do a particular thing. The 
difference in the Bill between seven 
o'clock in winter and nine in summer 
does not mean that you think a child 
ought to work two hours more in the 
summer than in the winter. It simply 
goes by daylight ; and it might be con- 
venient to do a certain thing at these 
hours. Therefore, my advice would be 
that the House should stick to the Bill 
as it stands. 


{COMM 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked leave to 


withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Sir ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.) rose to move, in Clause 2, 
page 1, line 18, after the word “ might,” 
to leave out the words to end of line 20. 
The right hon. Member for Thanet had, 
he said, thought it necessary, as an 
English Member, to make some apology 
for intervening in the discussion of a 
Seotch Bill. He did not feel that in his 
ease any apology was necessary, be- 
cause he had an Amendment later which 
would extend the Bill to England. The 
Bill made a distinction between employ- 
ment in summer and in spring, autumn, 
and winter. But he submitted that in 
many kinds of employment it was 
equally reasonable that boys should be 
allowed to engage in work after seven 
o'clock at night in October or in March. 
The hon. and learned Member for the 
Border Burghs said a difference should 
be made between country districts and 
towns. But this Bill applied to all 
districts and to all towns. The hon. 
Member for North Camberwell, in his 
eloquent speech, said that it was for the 
most part the thriftless and the criminal , 
parent who sent his child to work at a’ 
tender age. But this Bill would apply 
equally tojthe case of the poor widow, 


Mr. A. Graham Murray 


test examination. 
the proposal as it stood in the Bill would 
be that 
in various 
Amendment proposed that the power of 
granting exemptions should still be 
left with the school board, but that their 
power should only extend to granting 
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to whom the shilling a week earned by 
her boy might mean a very important 
addition to her income. We all agree 
that education is a most excellent 
thing for children, but we must also 
agree that food is a most excellent 
thing, and even more necessary than 
education, and there might be plenty of 
cases where the few shillings the chil. 
dren earn make all the difference between 
a sufficient and insufficient supply of 
food. Employment itself was also educa- 
tion, for the boy was taught to earn 
something. It was not desirable with 
legislation of this character to go in 
advance of popular opinion ; it would be 
a very difficult matter to enforce a rule 
that a child should not be allowed to go 
out after seven o'clock at night after 
the 3lst of September, he having been 
allowed to do so up to that date. He 
therefore hoped the Committee would 
accept his proposal. 


Amendment proposed- 


‘In page 1, line 18, after the word ‘ night, 
to leave out the words to the end of line 20,”— 
(Sir Alfred Hickman.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I not 


only think [ am bound to resist this 
amendment as a question of even justice 
tothe hon. Member for North Camberwell, 
but I think the hon. Gentleman has tem- 
porarily forgotten that this rule is 
already part of the law at present, and 
that by accepting the Amendment we 
should be going back on the existing law. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. RENSHAW said the question 
he desired to raise had been raised by 


the memorandum issued by the Govan 
School Board, which pointed out that 


there would be a diversity of opinion 


under this Bill unless there was some 
The effect of leaving 


create differences 
of Scotland. His 


it would 
parts 
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exemptions to those children who were} together. The school board for Govan 
able to satisfy the inspectors that they | did not like the responsibility of deciding 
had attained a certain stage of efficiency. |in particular cases which was given by 
| the Bill, but that was, in his opinion, the 

Amendment proposed— | right principle, because a great‘deal more 
“In page 1, line 27, after the word ‘age,’ to | had to be considered than the require- 
insert the words ‘ who have obtained a certifi-| ments of the child. He hoped the 


th Degas Radhoeeed pre Meee lest |school boards, in deciding the question 
of His Majesty’s inspectors.” —(Mr. Renshaw.) | Of examination, would be able to look 
}into the character of the child and 


: : : : 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words | also into the circumstances of its family 


be there inserted.” ‘and be able to ascertain whether it 
| was imperative that the child should 
Sir MARK STEWART (Kircudbright- | go away and commence work or whether 
shire) said he hoped the Amendment it might be properly kept at school 
would not be persisted in, because it|for the benefit of longer education. 
would, if carried, produce a great amount | Those were the considerations which 
of hardship in most schools. It was! would come forward, and very soon 
surely for the school board to determine | rules and practice would come into being 
what standard to adopt. If there was a}and school boards would lay down 
stupid boy who failed in the examination, certain principles. There was nothing 
it did not follow that he would be stupid | to prevent school boards making different 
in all things, but only in education, and | rules, and if they said a labour certificate 
if that boy were the only son of a widow should be the condition for allowing 
it would be hard to prevent him from a child to go to work they could do so. 
earning his livelihood. In the ordinary | There was, of course, a power of control 
way he would belearning nothing, andto| at the Education Department, and if 
keep him at school labouring to master the Education Department thought 
the elements of education, which he had | the rules were too lax they could reduce 
shown up to the age of fourteen he the grant, but he was certain the Depart- 
could not do, was most unfair. -ment would not use that kind of control, 
He thought the school boards were 
Mr. PARKER SMITH said with | perfectly capable of using their dis- 
regard to the school board for Govan, cretion, and therefore he opposed the 
which he partly represented in this, Amendment. 
House, he might say that he was not 
convinced by the representation which 
they had sent round, and therefore he 
should oppose the Amendment. He did Amendment made. 
not see the cogency of the argument of |, fe pt yeas - line 9, be Sgt. out the words 
the school board for Govan that it did | Tom E'P Sor ee See ee ee 
not do to have variety, and that it was 
necessary to have a uniform standard;, Mr. MAXWELL said the question 
the circumstances in various parts of the he desired to raise by the Amendment 
country were so entirely different that | he proposed to move was a question of some 
it would be much safer to allow school | importance. Under the Bill very great 
boards to take their own standards, | responsibility would be laid upon school 
and not to enforce a uniform standard, | boards in granting exemptions, and it 
which must necessarily be a low one.| would be desirable, therefore, for the 
He hoped that in Govan they might go} Department to keep closely in touch with 
a great deal further. He would like|the school boards to learn how they 
them to demand a merit certificate as| were acting under the Bill when passed 
the condition upon which children | into law. It would be desirable that a 
should be allowed to go away from the} return should be made§by the school 
school, but that would be impossible in | boards to the Department, so that the 
all districts. He, however, thought | Department might know how they were 
that it would be found that all school | acting in this matter. He begged to 
boards would act in harmony and pull | move. 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 14, to leave out the words | 


from the word ‘ that,’ to the word ‘a,’ in line | 
51L.”—(Mr. Maxwell.) | 


Question proposed, “ That the words | 


proposed to be left out stand part of | 
the Bill.” 


Mr. PARKER SMITH submitted | 
that such a proposal would put a long | 
and elaborate duty upon school boards | 
which they would find extremely onerous. | 
He thought that the Department, | 
through their inspectors and_ their 


Mines (Light 


general powers of inquiry into every- | 


thing done by the school boards, would 
have abundant means of ascertaining 
whether a school board had been unduly 
lax, and that it would be better to let 
the provision stand as it was at present. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: This 
clause was framed by the Department, 
and they evidently thought it sufficient 
for their protection. The truth of the 
matter is that there cannot be much 
exemption going on without their being 
alive to it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 37, to leave out the words 
‘and Employment of Young Children Regula- 
tion, and insert the words ‘children school 
attendance.’ ”—(Sir Francis Powell.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY called 
the hon. Baronet’s attention to the 
fact that there was a regulation in the 
Bill applying to young children. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Title, after the words ‘ Regulate the,’ 
to insert the words ‘ Employment and,’ and to 
leave out the word ‘ Young.’”—(Sir Francis 
Powell.) 


{COMMONS} 


| was the question of precedent. 


Hours) Bill. 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER thought that 


such a “short title” would be most 
inapplicable and inadequate. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Wednesday next. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 :— 

| CoLoneL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
| Newton) said the Amendment which 
‘stood in his name was to postpone 
Clause 1. The reason for postponing 
Clause 1 was because it was the usual 
| procedure in very many Acts to make 
it the last clause of the Bill instead 
of the first. It was difficult to say 
' what this Bill might be when it emerged 
‘from the stage of a Bill into an Act 
'of Parliament, but if this Bill were to 
| pass in its present form it would be 
‘the first Act of Parliament containing 
/a restriction on the hours of labour 
| of men over twenty-one years of age. 


| *Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
| shire. Forest of Dean): No, no. 


| *THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
'The hon. and gallant Member is now 
‘discussing the Bill as a whole. He 
'cannot do that on a motion to postpone 
| the first clause. He must confine him- 
| self to reasons for postponing the first 
| clause. 

| CotoneL PILKINGTON - said | his 
| reason for moving an Amendment to 
| postpone the clause was that until the 
character of the Bill was made evident, 
and until it was seen what it would 
be, they could not give it any name. They 
could not say that the Bill when it was 


| finished in Committee would be an 


| Eight Hours Bill, for it might not be 


| an Eight Hours Bill at all. Then there 
The 


Mr. ASQUITH said it was an uncon- | description of a Bill was generally given 
scious stroke of humour on the part| much later in the Bill than was done 
of the draftsman to describe the title | in the present measure. The precedents 


as “ short title.’ He suggested it should 
be called the 


Bill.” 


“ Education (Scotland) | the Committee were, 


‘that he would bring to the notice of 
first of all, the 
Employers’ Liability Act of 1880, 43 


176. 
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& 44 Vict. In that Bill the concluding | these intricate subjects. He would sug- 
section (Section 1) was as follows— | gest with regard to Acts of Parliament 
“This Act may be cited as the Employers’ | which did not attract general attention 
Liability Act of 1880, and shall continue in | that they might still be most important, 
coh i Dv ee be ager ee Sob ‘and that it was well on occasions such 
al a. retin unless Parliament shall other- | - this that as much information 
wise determine, and all actions commenced | as possible should be communicated. 
under this Act before that period shall becon-| The last Act of Parliament that 
tinued as if the Act had not expired.” |he would put before the House as 
That was one precedent. It hadtodo/ a precedent was the Conciliation Act of 
with labour, it had to do with workmen, | 1896, 59 and 60 Vict., the concluding 
and so it seemed to him that that of! section of which was as follows— 
itself ought to induce the House to vote) « This Act may be cited as the Conciliation 
for his Amendment. But ifjit was the | Act of 1896.” 
fact that one precedent was not good) Almost all Acts of Parliament that he 
enough, he would quote the Canal Boats | had cited had reference to mines and 
Act of 1877, 40 and 41,%,Vict. c. 60. | mining regulations, or had something to 
The concluding section of that Act) qo with mines, and he therefore thought 


was as follows— ; | that it would be far better for the House to 
pee es may be cited as the Canal Boats | jnsert the clause much later, and postpone 
et, Sst. |it now, so that when the Bill had been 


The next Act that he would | thoroughly discussed and amended, and 
draw attention to was the Customs Act| made into a thoroughly good measure, 
of 1876, 39 and 40 Vict., the concluding which he thought it was not at the pre- 
section of which was as follows— sent time, then they could give it a 

‘*This Act shall come into operation on the good name. 
day of the passing of this Act, and when cited | i 3 
in any other Act of Parliament shall be called | Motion made, and Question proposed, 
the Customs Consolidation Act of 1876.” |“ That Clause 1 be postponed.” —(Colonel 


But what might be considered on this | Pilkington.) 
occasion a more important and,more) \fg, LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) 
convenient precedent was the Coal supported the Amendment, and said 
gg Regulation Act - 1876, 59and 60 that it seemed to be the general feeling 
ict., c. 43, the concluding section of of the Committee that Clause 1 should be 


which was - follows— ' postponed. Supposing some alteration 
anaes —o be cited as the Coal Mines was made later on with regard to the 
egulation Act of 1877 to 1896. ‘limiting of the hours of labour, what 


It would seem that all the precedents! would happen? If they passed the first 
he had so far given had connection | clause, after discussing the other clauses 
with miners and mines. The next) and various Amendments, and taking all 
precedent that he came to was _ the) sorts of divisions, they would finally have 
Truck Act of 1896, 59 and 60 Vict.,| to amend the Bill, and amend the first 
ce. 44, [An Hon. Member: Hear, hear.]| clause by altering the title. The altering 
An hon. Member said “Hear, hear.” of titles by side notes was no use whatever. 
He must have had something to do with | The title must appear in one of the clauses, 
the passing of the Truck Act of 1896,| and it seemed a most reasonable pro- 
and probably he would remember that) posal that the clause giving the title to 
what he was stating was the fact and/ the Act should be postponed until the 
was a precedent to follow in this case.| other clauses had been considered. The 
The concluding section to which he! Bill was an absolutely unworkable 
referred—[Ironical laughter.] Of course, | measure, and even if they passed it ver- 
some hon. Members ought to know all | batim as it stood at present, the sup- 
these things. They were well up in| porters of the measure would find it 
these legal matters, but he believed there | absolutely unworkable. It must be ad- 
were many new Members of Parliament | mitted all round that Amendments were 
who, though probably well-informed} necessary, and if Amendments were 
long before they came to this House, | carried there was every probability that 
had found it impossible to make them-/| the title would require alteration. At 
selves thoroughly acquainted with all | the present moment it was a very one- 
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sided Bill, and was not worth passing 
into law in its present form. 

Mr. JOHN gWILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said that this measure was purely an | 
Eight Hours Bill. 
*Sm CHARLES DILKE: Hear, hear. | 

Mr. JOHN WILSON said he could | 
quote even the right hon. Baronet the | 
Member for Forest of Dean as an| 


authority in favour of this clause being | 
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some men should work longer than the 
others. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The question before the Committee is 
the postponement of this clause, 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said what he 
wished to point out was that if the first 
clause was adopted as it stood at present, 
many of the Amendments on the Paper 
could not be introduced. What harm 


postponed. |could it do to the Bill to postpone the 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: You cannot. | first clause ? 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said that upon | 
one occasion the right hon. Baronet 
came down to speak in the North of 
England, his mission being to convert 
the people there to his way of thinking. 
In his speech he spoke of the difficulty 
of applying an eight hours day to the 
various trades of this country, and he 
instanced the railways, the shipping, and 
agriculture, and he said that there were 
obvious difficulties in applying a rigid 
Eight Hours Bill to those trades. The 
right hon. Baronet in the same speech 
went onto say that there was no occupa- 
tion in which the conditions of work 
varied so greatly as in the mining in- 
dustry. He thought that now the right 
hon. Baronet would be inclined to agree 
with his contention. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: No. 


question upon a point of order. 


He supported the motion 
of the hon. and gallant Gentleman 


| opposite, and he hoped the House would 
agree to the postponement of the clause. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcutgz, Croydon): The reluctance of 
the opponents of this Bill to accept this 
very reasonable proposal seems to rest on 
some occult reason with which we are not 
fully acquainted. This proposal is un- 
doubtedly a reasonable one, which I think 
the Committee might accept. I cannot 
see under ordinary circumstances that 
it will make the smallest difference 
whether the title appears in the first 
clause or not. This induces me to ask a 
I wish 
to know if this clause is affirmed now will 
it be competent for any hon. Member of 


‘the House to move any Amendment 


'which would have the effect of altering 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: Ifthe right hon. | 
Baronet will belie his own thoughts, then 
I must pass him by. There was an | 
Amendment on the Paper providing for 
forty-eight hours a week, and there were 
many reasons why the making of a rigid 
eight hours day would affect the miners 
very unfairly. He thought he could | 
quote even the Secretary for the Colonies | 
in favour of this contention. There 
were deep and shallow mines, and the | 
miners had to travel a very long| 
way in some mines to 


their work, | 
whilst in others they had not to travel | 
sofar. Then, again, there were different 
degrees of hardness and easiness in the 
working of the mines, and a Committee 


| tion would have 


the eight hours principle, whether up or 
down ! It seems clear that if my supposi- 
tion that this clause carries the whole 
principle of the Bill is correct it would 
be out of order to move any such 
Amendment, for then the whole ques- 
been debated upon 


this clause. Therefore I wish to ask you, 


| Mr. Lowther, whether, if this clause is 


affirmed by the Committee, it will be in 
the power of any hon. Member to move 
an alteration of the eight hours, either 
up or down ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: In reply to the 
right hon. Gentleman, I do not think 
that any Amendment controverting the 


of experts. considering the question of; main principle would be admissible if 


shortening the hours of labour should 
take into consideration those different 
degrees. If the first clause was carried, 
then this measure would be an Eight 
Hours Bill for everybody. Having re- 


gard to the complications and the various 
conditions of work, it was necessary that 


Mr. Lees Knowles. 


the Committee fassents to the jtitle 
‘Mines (Eight Hours) Bill.” Such an 
assent would naturally be taken as an 
assent to the principle that the hours of 
labour are to be limited to “ eight hours.” 
Any Amendment in direct opposition to 
that could not be put. 
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*Sirrk CHARLES DILKE: The right 


hon. Gentleman opposite has asked 
whether there is any occult reason for 
objecting to this clause being postponed. 
I think it is only right that we should be 
perfectly frank with the Committee upon 
this point. Those who were in the House 
on the last occasion when this Bill got 
into Committee after being read a second 
time will remember that the promoters 
dropped the Bill altogether upon a 
certain Amendment being carried. It 
is the case that we regard eight hours as 
the fixed principle of this Bill, and if any 
other figure is carried we should abandon 
the Bill altogether rather than accept 
anything else. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) asked if it would 
be in order if Clause 1 were adopted to 
afterwards move that the Bill should 
not apply to certain mines. 

*THe CHAIRMAN: That possibly would 
be in order, because it does not controvert 
the general principle of the Bill. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: Under your ruling, 
] presume that the whole question of the 
principle of this Bill is now open for dis- 
cussion. [Cries of “ No, no.””] I think 
Jam right in saying that the whole ques- 
tion of the eight hours principle is before 
the Committee. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: [think that would 


arise on the next Amendment, which 
proposes to leave out “eight” and 


insert “ ten.” 


*Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) | really meant. The object of postponing 


asked whether it was not the usual prac- 


tice of the House to consider the title of | 
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| very 
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| It would, in my opinion, be a clear advan 
| tage if the opinion of the House was 
| taken upon the question of eight hours. 


| 

| *Mr. RITCHIE: I do not see any 

objection to taking the opinion of the 
House upon the question of eight hours, 

| but when I rose I did so, not to make any 

objection, but to get to know exactly 

| how we stood in the matter. 


| Eart PERCY (Kensington, S.) asked 
whether they would be able when they 
| came to the next Amendment to discuss 
ithe question whether the hours should 
be ten instead of eight. He understood 
from the Chairman’s ruling that it would 
be impossible to discuss the question of 
the limiting of hours at all if Clause 1 
was agreed to. 


| *THe CHAIRMAN: I£ the words 
“eight hours” are struck out of the 
first clause, then Clause 1 would read, 
“This Act may be cited as the Mines 
Act, 1901.”" Therefore, when we reached 
the secondclause any Amendment limiting 
or extending the hours might be in order. 
But if the words “ eight hours ”’ remain 
in the first clause, | think I shall be 
bound to accept the decision of the House 
/upon it, and exclude all Amendments 
which would alter that decision. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda) said it was all 
well for hon. Members to ask 
them to postpone this clause, because 
they all knew what postponement 


the clause was simply to endeavour 
to defeat the Bill. It was not at all 


a Bill last. He wished to know whether | likely that hon. Members opposite would 


the bringing on of this clause first would | 
not defeat this practice. | 
*Toe CHAIRMAN : There is no Stand- | 
ing Order with regard to that. The} 
Standing Order provides that in any Bill | 
which is of a temporary nature the 
duration of the Bill should appear last. | 
There is no Standing Order to the effect | 
that the short title must come last. | 
Str WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite what objection 
he sees to taking the opinion of the House 
upon the question of eight hours, because, 
after all, that is really the important 
thing. That is the real question, and the 





sooner it is determined the better, for it | 
would save them a great amount of time. ! 


vote for ten hours instead of eight, 


'and they were not afraid of this Bill on 


account of any danger of increasing the 
number of hours. If the question ot 
the principle of the Bill was to be fought, 
it might as well be fought at once, 
because people would be able to see the 
real reason for this motion if they took 
the division at once. They did not need 


| to enter into the question as to whether 


this, that, or the other could be done 
afterwards. His object in rising was to 
endeavour to clear what was supposed 
to be a great difficulty out of the way. 
Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.). 
pointed out that the limitation of eight 
hours was the very essence of this Bill, 
which principle was affirmed -on + the 
G2 
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Second Reading. Although there were |is not; therefore the opinion of the 
points of detail in connection with the | House may just as well be taken, in order 
Bill which might be fairly considered to decide that principle at once, instead of 
during the Committee stage, he did not | going on fighting a number of small 
think that the promoters would assent | details without determining the principle. 
to any alteration which would defeat the| «yp RITCHIE: The right hon. 
object of the Bill, and which would defeat | Gentleman has appealed to me upon 
the intention of the Second Reading. ‘this point, and I can confirm what he 
He appealed to the Committee to take a | says in regard to drafting. We always 
division at once. ‘endeavour to put the vital clause at the 
*Tue CHAIRMAN: [ think I ought) beginning. That, however, is different 
to point out to the Committee that at the | to what has been done in this particular 
present moment this discussion should case. I do not remember in all my ex- 
be limited to the question of postpone-! perience that there has ever been a case 
ment. We really have not yet reached |in which the title has appeared first as a 
Clause 1. When it is reached [ shall then | title embodying the whole principle of 
be called upon to decide the principle.!the Bill, and shutting out all Amend- 
Until the Committee has settled whether | ments and alterations. I do not believe 
it will postpone the clause or not, hon. | that a single case of this kind can be 
Members are not entitled to discuss this quoted. I know there are many Cases 
question. ‘in which the title has appeared in the 
Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset-. first part of the Bill, although in a great 
shire, E.) wished to know whether, under Majority of the Bills the titie appears at 
the Chairman’s ruling, the promoters of ;the end. I do not believe that any 
this Bill would be able to fight the prin-| Member of this house can give an in- 
ciple of the measure all over again on the stance In which the title has been placed 
first clause, which professed only to deal | first when that title embodies the whole 
with the title. If so, it was a grave depar- | principle of the Bill, thus shutting out 
ture from their usual Parliamentary prac- | all Amendments afterwards. 1 do not 
tice, and if upheld, would undoubtedly believe that there is another case of this 
land them on future occasions in very | kind. 
great difficulties. He thought as a Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
businesslike assembly they ought to | title in this case is the Bill. just as Egypt 
consider the actual proposals to be made | js the Nile. 
in this Bill. in order to see how many of! gm JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
them could be amended, rather than | Gnester-le-Stree 
havea Second Reading discussion on the | °° _—? 
1ave a Secon g n th 
principle of this clause. It was not in 
the interest of the Bill itself that this 
clause should be taken first, and in the 
interests of Parliamentary procedure | 
they ought to assent to the motion to 
postpone this clause. 





said he had _ never 
known a case before where the whole 
| principle of the Bill was embodied in the 
|name of the measure. He presumed 
that the reason for this was that the 
House recognised that if the whole 
principle was fixed in the name it would 
prevent many hon. Members from dis- 

Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: The/| cussing important details, which were 
hon. Member who has just sat down | absolutely necessary if the measure was 
has stated that it is the usual practice to| to be made a useful one. He could not 
settle the principle of a Bill last. My} understand why the promoters refused 
experience is that the draughtsman | to pursue the course which was usually 
always puts the principle in the Bill as| followed in connection with matters of 
early as possible, in order that it may be| this kind. The promoters of the Bill 
disposed of. That is the principle which | pretended to be frank in this matter, but 
I think we have always pursued. As a| he was not satisfied with the character 
rule, the whole object of the draughtsman | of their frankness, and he was inclined 
is to put the most controversial part in| to believe that they had not shown all 
the first clause, so that we may know] their mind upon this question. He had 
what the opinion of the House is upon it. | an Amendment on the Paper to provide 
This Bill is either an eight hours Bill or it | that instead of eight hours being the- 

1 


Mr. Yorall. 
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‘limit per day it should be fifty hours per 
week. He looked upon this Bill as a 
measure to reduce or regulate the hours 
men worked in coal mines, and he main- 
tained that if it had been known upon 
‘the occasion of the Second Reading that 
the details of the Bill would have been 
controlled in such a way as the promoters 
now proposed to control them, many of 
those who supported the Second Reading 
would not have done so. He thought 
this was an attempt to take an unfair 
advantage of the House, and evidently 
what they wanted to do by this course | 
was to prevent hon. Members who 
opposed the Bill from stating their case. 
And why? Because they believed that 
the opponents of the measure had such 
a strong case that they would be able to 
influence the House, and that they would 
be able to introduce such Amendments 
as were demanded by many parts of the 
country. If the House allowed this Bill 
practically to be settled by the principle 
contained in the*first clause, he was 
satisfied that, instead of draughtsmen 
preparing Bills in the usual form, they 
would try and put the most important | 
matter of the Bill first, so as to prohibit 
the discussion of details. He hoped the 
House would not agree to their hands | 
being tied in this matter, because he was 
satisfied that there were many questions 
which would be shut out from discussion 
if they agreed to this motion for post- | 
poning Clause 1. 

Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, | 
Hallam) said the}promoters of this Bill 
were asking the Committee to sanction 
an innovation of the most objectionable 
kind, and they were taking up an attitude | 
in regard to this question for which the | 
miners would not be grateful. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE: May I be} 
allowed to point out that when this Bill | 
was defeated in Committee upon the last 
occasion the objection now raised was. 
not taken, and this clause was discussed | 
without the slightest difficulty. 

Eart PERCY said he thought it was | 
advisable that they should thoroughly | 
understand what effect the postponement | 
of this clause would have. He understood | 


‘that the Chairman ruled that, if this | 
‘clause were passed, it would not be com- | 


petent to discuss the number of hours | 
which should be worked in all mines. | 


He wished to ask whether it would be 
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( out of order to move to exclude any part 
| of the country upon that ground. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
that a motion for “ local option ” in the 
' adoption of an eight hours day for miners 

would be out of order. 


| Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: This 
' clause contains the words “ eight hours.” 
I presume that it would be competent for 
| anybody to substitute anything for “eight 
ours” by an Amendment. My _ hon. 
friend behind me might have put fifty 
hours a week, or else might propose 
nine hours or eight and a half hours as 
an Amendment to the word “ eight.”. I 
imagine, Mr. Lowther, that this is so, and 
that this proposal will not shut out any 
Amendment that may be proposed. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: What I said was 
that if the clause passed in its present 
form, then I could not admit any Amend- 
ment varying it. Until the House has 
assented to the day being eight hours it 
is possible to amend the title. 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) asked if 
it would be competent for him or any 
other Member upon Clause 2 to move 
instead of ‘one day of twenty-four hours,” 
say a week or a month. 


Mr. FENWICK = (Northumberland; 
Wansbeck) asked, when Clause 1 was put 
from the Chair, would it be competent to 
discuss the principle of eight hours, or 
would that clause be put from the Chair 
and accepted, without any further dis- 
cussion ? 

*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
asks me what would happen if the 
motion now before the Committee were 
to be withdrawn or rejected. In that 
ease I should have to call upon those hon. 
Members who have given notice to move 
their Amendments on Clause 1. Then 
the clause as amended would be put in 
the ordinary way. When that clause 
was disposed of it would not be competent 
to admit, on Clause 2, any Amendment 


i . . . . 
'which controverts the principle laid 


The whole principle 
that 


down in Clause 1. 
of the Bill could be discussed on 
clause. 

Mr. FENWICK: Supposing there is 
no Amendment carried to Clause 1 and 
the question is put “that this clause 
stand part of the Bill,” would it be open 
to discuss the general principle em- 
bodied in that clause or not ? 
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*THe CHAIRMAN: That is rather a 


difficult question to answer. If the dis- 
cussion has really ranged round the 
question of eight hours and then I put 
Clause 1, [ think I should have to rule 
that the whole question was open. 
There might besome details with regard 
to it to be filledin on Clause 2, and that 
really is one of the difficulties in dealing 


with the principle of the Bill on the, 


short title. 

Mr. PICKARD (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Normanton) said he had very little to say 
on this point. He took it for granted 
that those who were trying to postpone 
Clause 1 would oppose everything else 
throughout the Bill. He believed that 
their main object was to continue talk- 
ing so that they would not get beyond a 
certain point. He had worked in the 
pits himself for twenty years, and he 
considered eight hours was long enough 


for any man to work in a coal mine. He | 


could not see the utility of talking any 
further upon this question, which they 
would carry to a division. They claimed 
the support of the Government in earry- 
ing this Bill into law. The supporters of 


the measure believed that this was a fair | 


and a just Bill, and eight hours was the 
principle of it. He wished that principle 


to be maintained sothat it could be ear- | 
/exactly where they stood. 


ried into law, and then the Tory Govern- 
ment would have the honour of having 
passed the Eight Hours Bill. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES thought the 
suggestion made by the Chairman 
was an admirable one. The words 
“eight hours’ might be omitted alto- 
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Bill ? ( 
| known a case where the title of a Bill had 
| shut out the debate upon any other part 





| imported into the clause if it was carried, 


as it stood at present. This was a most 
important point. for he had always felt 
‘that eight hours a day was enough to 
work in a mine, but when they adopted 
the bank to bank principle it was a very 
different thing. 

*THeE CHAIRMAN : I think the words 
per day must be understood to mean an 
eight hours day. As to when those hours 
begin or cease, that is a matter for future 
decision. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said he hoped the House would go to a 
division on this point. He thought that 
every Member of the House who was 
returned pledged to vote for an eight 


hours day in mines had no option but to 


vote for Clause 1 of the Bill. 


*CoLonEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) was understood to say that he had 
been returned by a mining constituency 
pledged to vote against the Eight Hours 
| Bill, although he knew that at that time 
many mining organisations were in favour 
of it, but the older miners individually 
felt, he believed, that if the Bill passed 
they might be forced to work six days 
instead of five per week. 

Sir JAMES JOICEY wished to know 
Were they 
by this motion going to tie up the whole 
This was the first time he had 


of the measure. Had they known their 
hands would have been so tied they 
would have raised the question before. 


gether from the clause, and the Bill would | This was a matter of vast importance. 


then be called “the Mines Act, 1901.” | 
He thought the Chairman's suggestion | 
might be very well adopted by the pro- | 
moters of the Bill. 
*THE CHAIRMAN: I did not wales | 
that as a suggestion. What I said was | 
that it would be competent for the House | 


to strike out the words “ eight hours,”’ | 


and that would have left the discussion 
open. 
Mr. LEES KNOWLES thought that 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket): 
suggested as a compromise that Clause 1 
-should be postponed until after Clause 2. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk) said 
as one who had had a lifelong experience 
of the practical working of coal mines, 

/and who had voted for the Second 
| Reading of the Bill, he was bound to say 
| that the title of the Bill had placed him 
| in a considerable difficulty, If the pro- 


almost amounted to a suggestion, and it | moters intended to beg the question in 


| 


was a very valuable one. 


The Bill was | this way. and thus exclude what he con- 


described as one to restrict the hours in | Sidered reasonablé amendments, then, 


mines to eight hours per day from bank 
to bank. He wished to know if those | 


although he was one of, their supporters, 
he must at this stage vete-against them. 


words “from bank to bank ” would be | Mr. YOXALL said: the question. was: 
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whether they should or should not dis- 
cuss the principle upon Clause 1. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said that he apprehended that the 
title of a Bill was always postponed so 
that it could be amended in accordance 
with any Amendments made to the 
clauses. He thought the hon. Member 
for Falkirk was under a misapprehension 
upon this point. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) said he could not possibly conceive 
why any person should object to the 
title being postponed. It seemed to him 
that the only reason why the promoters 
opposed this course was that they were 
determined to pass this Bill without any 
amendment of any kind. If that was 
so, aS soon as the Committee understood 
it the better. He was certain that a 
Bill of this kind was not going to get 
through without any amendment. If 
the promoters desired that no time should 
be wasted they ought to agree to postpone 
Clause 1. This was a very serious ques- 
tion, because they were really considering 
whether they should have a fair discussion 
of the Bill or not. The question of what 
the measure was to be called really did 
not arise at all, and he sincerely hoped 


that they would go to a division, and that | 


this clause would be postponed. 


*Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) asked. if Clause 1 was passed, would 
eight hours be the maximum and 
not the minimum? Would it be possible 
for a mine owner to move an Amendment 
of which the effect would be that anyone 
going down to work in his mine would 
have to stay for the full eight hours ? 
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*THe CHAIRMAN: I will rule upon 
that point when I see the Amendment. 


Cotonet PILKINGTON said his desire 
was to get a full and thorough discussion 
of the measure, and he wanted to get 
rid of this stifling clause. 

Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) said 
he was one of those who liked to see an 
Act of Parliament brought before the 
House in such a manner that, when it 
had to be enforced by His Majesty’s 
judges, there would be some reasonable 
chance of them understanding it without 
leading to innumerable lawsuits. He 
was astonished that there should be any 
discussion as to the postponement of 
this clause. If the Bill was an Eight 
Hours Bill, everybody would know from 
its title what it proposed todo. Therefore 
he could not understand why hon. 
Members on either side of the House 
should propose to postpone the clause, 
unless it were for the purposes of obstruc- 
tion. Many of them were quite pre- 
pared to fight this question upon its 
merits, and the tactics of those who desired 
to postpone the clause were very unwise. 
He held his own opinion as to the ad- 
visability of controlling the hours of 
labour in regard to persons of adult 
age, and he certainly thought this clause 
ought to be fought out upon its merits, 
and they should vote upon it before they 
proceeded further. [Cries of “ Divide, 
divide.”] He should divide in time no 
doubt. ‘If this Bill was going through 
at all, then he thought that Clause 1 
ought to be a part of it. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided.--Ayes, 167; 
Noes, 201. (Division List No. 248.) 
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CotoneL PILKINGTON said the 
Amendment which he now begged to 
move was to leave out “eight” and 
insert “ten” in Clause 1. 
of the Amendment was to make this a 
thoroughly satisfactory workable Bill. 
It must be remembered that at the 
present time there was no limit. 
posing, for instance, the men were to 
work ten and a half hours, they would be 
outside the limit he proposed, and they 
or their employers would be subject to be 
penalised according to the clauses which 
would be found in this Bill, if ever it 
became an Act of Parliament. The 
reason why he proposed ten hours was 








because at the present time the operations | 


in the mines were practically comprised 
in ten hours, or within possibly some- 
thing a little less, so that in making it 


ten hours they would provide a very | 


moderate time, and it would be more 
elastic than eight hours. In fixing 
eight hours they would be pressing the 
work of the mines into a time within 
which it would be difficult to do it. 
It would be very much like taking an 
Englishwoman into a London shop and 
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miners. It would be far better, having 
regard to the customs of the trade, that 
some time should be fixed within which 
the miners would be able to do their 
‘work without great discomfort and 
great confusion. If anything less than 
ten hours were fixed they would create 
immense loss and great disturbance in 
the working of the mines. An eight 
hours limit would really result in only 
six hours, or even perhaps jess, actual 
work in getting coal. By allowing a 
reasonable time for doing the work 
they would have it done more easily and 
satisfactorily, and they would prevent 
the continual hurry and skurry of the 
men, and the continual tendency on the 
part of the employers, officials, and 
workmen to evade the provisions of the 
| Bill. The Committee had listened to a 
discussion already, and he contended 
|that very few people know the effect 
| which an eight hours arrangement 
| from bank to bank would have, and that 
| was the reason why he proposed that 
'it should be ten. He held that what 
| had to be gone through in these eight 
jhours could not be done. What were 


making her put her feet into Chinese |the operations of miners now? In 


shoes. The fact was that eight hours 
from bank to bank did not afford 





ithe first place the miners assembled at 


a certain time in the morning at the pit, 


Sufficient time for the operations of the ' near the cage or lift apparatus. Possibly 
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there might be from 400 to 600 men | 
there. The lift would hold from six to 
twelve people at a time. In other words, 
only a very few indeed would be able to 
go down at once. Some of these shafts 
were not very deep, while others were 
just the contrary. They varied in depth | 
from 200 to 1,000 yards. The men, 
descended in relays, and he should think 
it would take at least half an hour for 
all the men to get down. When they 
got to the bottom of the shaft they had | 
in many cases a long way to travel in 
order to get to their work, and that took 
time. Of course, it was not like walking 
down Regent-street or Oxford-street, 
or even down a country road. They 
had to go along an underground passage 
and walk circumspectly. Very well; 
the miners set about their work, after 
finding whether the place was safe. 
The Government had passed enactment 
after enactment that the place should be 
properly timbered and the roof all right 
before the men began to work. The 
Committee did not suppose that a 
man came to his place and found every- 
thing ready for work. It sometimes 
happened that there had been 
a fall during the’ night, and 
that had to be put right. He thought 
most reasonable men would agree that 
it took an hour for all this to be done. 
Then the man went on with his work. 
But in the course of his work he had 
to take meals. It was said that in 
1873 the miners had lobster salad, but 
that, he thought, was not true. But a 
miner required to have good sustenance, 
and he was told two meals while at 
work. It was most likely that he would 
take half or three-quarters of an hour, 
and he thought three-quarters of an 
hour should be allowed to any man 
who wanted a reasonable meal. Gentle- 
men on this side of the House knew 
perfectly well that when they went out 
shooting in Scotland they allowed an 
hour after the work of the forenoon. 
Therefore the miner must have a proper 
time for his meals. What about the 
end of the day’s work ? The miner had 
to go back to the mouth of the pit. He 
had to collect his tools and see that his 
place was ready for to-morrow, so that 
it required a certain time to prepare for 
the return journey. He travelled back 
again along the underground passage 
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absolutely impossible. 


Hours) Bill. 196 


to the lift which took him to the top 
of the pit. They had to ascend in relays, 
taking perhaps half an hour again, 
Under these circumstances an eight 
hour day from bank to bank would be 
He complimented 
his hon. friends who represented the 
miners on the way they attended to 
the interests of miners. At this time, 
however, they had made a most extra- 
ordinary mistake. If they would adopt 
these Amendments in the interest of 
the workmen and in the interest of all 
concerned they would’ have a Bill such 
as might be worked. He thought there 
was another question which ought not 
to be quite forgotten, and that was the 
different kinds of coal. There were 
hard coal and soft coal. It took longer 
to get the hard coal. There were mines 
where the seams were thick and others 
where they were thinner, and _ there 
again they had a question which affected 
the time required for working. In 
connection with this measure they had 
also to look to the fact that collieries 
in different districts paid different rates 
of dividend or no dividend. He thought 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Forest of Dean had not considered all 
these conditions. The question was, Is 
this Bill going to do goed or ill for the 
miners of the country? Those who 
believed that it was going to hamper 
them greatly and do them great harm 
were obliged, in fairness to their con- 
stituencies, to take the opportunity of 
stating the case against the proposals 
in the Bill. They would see at once, 
from the arguments he had used and 
from his statement of the case, that 
probably the hours of labour would be 
restricted by at least two hours. ‘That 
was to say, instead of having something 
like seven and a half or eight hours 
at the face, they would have five and a 
half or six hours. They would see, 
therefore, that if this Bill was going to 
knock two hours off the eight it 
was going to decrease the output of coal 
by 25 per cent. The result would be 
that the price of coal would rise, and 
manufacturers would find that they 
had to pay 25 per cent. more for their 
coal, and thus they would be hampered 
in carrying on their arrangements. The 
householders would also be pinched, for 


they also would find that they had te 
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pay 25 per cent increase. Another | thought that if it stood in the Bill they 
matter of great importance was that the | would be expected to be eight hours in 
Navy would have to pay 25 per cent. the pit, which was contrary to the 
more for its coal. This increase was Northumberland and Durham practice. 
yoing to be put on the great product Therefore he objected to these figures 
‘on which the industry, strength, and| altogether. Everybody who knew any- 
power of this nation rested. How)thing of the conditions of mining 
Members of this House could join to-| knew that there must be variety in the 


vether and put their nameson the back 
of this Bill passed his comprehension. 
Why should they put this restriction on 
the body of men who worked their coal ? 
[t was not done in America or Germany, 
which were our two great competitors. 
Were we to confine our market for coal 
to the United Kingdom ? If twenty-five 
per cent. was put on the price of coal, 
what was to become of our steamships ? 
His Amendment did not say that the men 
must work ten hours. He must explain 
that, because he had been twitted and 
taunted on the subject. They said that 
he intended to ask the people in the 
mines to work ten hours. He did not 
want anything of the kind. He wanted 
ten hours to cover everything, whether 
seven, eight, nine, or ten, from bank to 
bank. He only wanted that the miners 
should not be crushed into a time limit 
in which they could not possibly do the 
work. He thought Members of Parlia- 
ment had lost sight of the fact that the 
miners did not work much more than 
four and a half days per week. 
was a subject that wanted careful con- 
sideration. If they put eight hours 


instead of ten in the Bill, and if the men | 


worked only four and a half days per 
week, they made a thirty-six hour week. 
Looking to the fact that the miner was 
perfectly comfortable, that he worked 
pretty much as he pleased, that he made 
good wages as things were, and that the 
price of coal was coming down, he asked 
the House on all scores to fix the limit 
at ten hours, which would cover every- 
thing and leave everything as it was now. 





Amendment proposed 

“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the word 
‘eight’ and insert the word ‘ten.’ (Colonel 
Pilkington.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘eight ’ stand part of the Clause.” 


*Srr JOSEPH PEASE 


That 


(Durham, | 


hours of working and in the employment. 
The question of the limitation of the hours 
should be carefully gone into by the 
/Committee with the view of placing 
the men in the position which would best 
enable them to discharge their duties to 
themselves, their families, and their 
employers. He was quite certain that 
a rigid line would be a fatal mistake 
in the interests of the coalowners, and 
also in the interests of the shilling which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer hoped 
to get from them. The matter was 
comparatively simple. There was a 
variety of employment, and there should 
be a variety of hours for working. In- 
stead of inserting eight or ten or any 
other number of hours, let the Bill be a 
Bill for the “ limitation of hours,” and in 
that way the matter would be settled very 
speedily. If the word “eight” were 
taken out of the Bill it would be open 
to him to move an Amendment in the 
direction he indicated, which he was 
prepared to do. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES said he agreed 
to a great extent with the remarks of the - 
‘hon. Baronet. He considered that eight 
was objectionable, but thought that ten: 
| was objectionable also. He took it that 
| his hon. and gallant friend intended the 
| eight hours to apply to men at the face of 
| the coal, and that ten hours was to mean. 
}from bank to bank. but there was no 
| explanation as to why the one was sub- 
| stituted for the other. He thought the 
suggestion of the hon. Baronet a good 
jone. To a great extent it followed the 
| suggestion which he himself had made 
/in a previous debate, when he proposed 
‘that the words “ eight hours ” should be 
| omitted, and that the title should read, 
|The Mines Act. 1901." There was a 
third suggestion. which he thought 
‘would be applicable to all collieries, . 
whether new or old, shallow or deep-. 





Barnard Castle) said he objected to the It was suggested to him by a deputation 
word “eight,” but he could not stand of miners who waited on him some years 
the word “ten” as a substitute. The ago. He had always a friendly feeling 
word ‘eight’? was not palatable to. towards his mining friends and neigh-- 
many of his constituents,” because they hours, and supported the idea of an Eight 
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Hours Bill, though not a Bill for a hard 
and fast eight hours from bank to bank. 
The leader of the deputation suggested 
‘that, if objection were taken to fixing the 
hours from bank to bank or at the face of 


‘the coal, eight hours should be fixed from | 


station to station. That would put all 
pits on the same level, and the men 
would have no difficulty in getting from 
bank to station and back again. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I do not see how 


that arises on this Amendment. It may 


arise at a later stage, but at present the , 


only Amendment is to substitute ten 
hours for eight hours. 


Mr. LEES KNOWLES said he was. 


trying to show that his hon. and gallant 
friend, in moving to substitute ten for 
eight, had two ideas in his mind—one, 
eight hours at the face of the coal, and 


the other, ten hours from bank to bank. , 


He was perfectly willing to adopt the 
suggestion proposed by the hon. Baronet, 
that the Bill should be described as ‘* The 
Mines Limitation of Hours Act, 1901.” 


Mr. BANBURY said he did not agree 
with his hon. and gallant friend in 
thinking that the alteration of eight to 
ten was the best Amendment that could 
te moved. His hon. and gallant friend 
had given very excellent reasons for 
making an alteration in the number 
eight, but his reasons for substituting 
ten were not as strong. There were, of 
course, seams of hard coal and seams of 
soft coal, and some pits were more easily 
worked than others. If the hours in all 
were limited to eight. then the owner of a 
pit having soft seams would be in a better 
position than the owner of a pit having 
hard seams. He should like to mention 
that they were now, on the title, prac- 
tically discussing the whole merits of the 
Bill. It was quite a new thing in his 
Parliamentary experience that the whole 
of a Bill should be in the title, and it was 
extremely inconvenient. Reverting to 
hard and soft seams, in the majority of 
cases the collier was paid by the amount 
of coal he cut, and the consequence would 
be that a collier working on a hard seam, 
if the hours were limited to eight, would 
not be able to earn as much as a more 
fortunate brother who was working on 
a soft seam. Therefore, not only the 
proprietor but the collier would be 


injured. That emphasised very strongly 
Mr. Lees Knowles. 
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‘in colliery matters, was 
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the difficulty of attempting to limit the 
hours of adult labour. Again, it seemed 
to him very important, in connection 
with the Bill, how long it took a man to 
get from the surface to his work. 

Mr. PICKARD submitted that the 
remarks of the hon. Member were not 
| relevant to the question before the Com- 
mittee. 

*THeE CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
the hon. Gentleman has yet said any- 
thing irrelevant. 

“?Mr. BANBURY said his point was 
that if a hard-and-fast rule were fixed it 
would inflict an injury, and he was 
endeavouring to show how that injury 
‘would be brought about. He would say 
‘that he had never yet been called to order, 
and should be extremely sorry if that 
were to be his first occasion. He could 
assure hon. Members that it would be 
his endeavour not to break what he hoped 
he might consider an honourable record. 
He was discussing the question of the 
time occupied by a man in travelling 
from the bank to his work. In some 
places he believed that the distance was as 
much as a mile. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Three miles.] He also presumed that 
there were collieries where the distance 
was only half a mile, and therefore the 


| provision in the Bill would be putting a 


great burden on the men who had to 
travel long distances. He thought he 
had shown that eight was perhaps not 
as good a figure as could be put in the 
Bill, but he was not at all sure that ten 
was the best figure that could be inserted. 
Ten hours would no doubt recompense 
the owner and the collier in a pit which 
it was difficult to work, because a longer 
time was necessary ; but he thought it 


| would be possible to put even something 


better in the Bill. The hon. Baronet 
opposite, who had very great experience 
very much 
against the word “ten,” but he did not 
tell the Committee what he proposed 
to substitute for it. 
*Sir JOSEPH PEASE said he sug- 
gested the withdrawal of the Amend- 
ment, in order that he might move to 
insert the words “ limitation of hours.” 
Mr. BANBURY said that the hon. 
Baronet did not tell the Committee 
whether he approved of any particular 
, number of hours other than ten. 
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*Sir JOSEPH PEASE said he did not | very much whether if eight were re—- 
name any number of hours, owing to the| tained they would be doing a service to 
variety of the work. the miners themselves. There seemed 

be BANBURY said that that was a | t© be an idea that work was a hard thing. 
¥ land ought to be avoided. He main- 
tained that that was false in itself. No 
man was so happy as when he was really, 
| working hard. 


verv excellent sentiment. He would 
wish to know if it were allowable in 
discussing the omission to discuss whether 


any number should be inserted at all. | , 
eA MARA Th tp, No 
* “Oe or is a thing 0 rhen 
Mr. BANBURY said he was glad of 7 shall have to call him to order. 


that, because it would give the Com- | Mr. BANBURY said he would con- 


mittee an opportunity of considering | : his observations as : : 
again whether it was desirable to insert beso sees hives calrna nts hether it 
any number of hours at all. They had | ¥@8 advisable to insert any particular: 
heard only a few weeks ago of the fate number of hours at all in the Bill. He. 
that was shortly to overtake the coal had endeavoured to show that competi- 
industry. They were told that the | tion by foreign countries where the hours 
industry was going to be ruined, and in | of work were longer was very serious. 
view of that he asked whether it was| /h€ question now arose whether it would 
advisable to put in any hours at all. By | not be more advisable to leave out the 
limiting the number of hours the output | number altogether. That would not 
would unquestionably be limited also. | prevent hon. Members from inserting 
The Hon. Member for the Wansbeck |!” Clause 2 any number they liked ; but 
it would give the Committee an oppor- 
tunity of considering whether any num- 
ber of hours should be inserted at all. If 
| his hon. and gallant friend would with 
| draw his Amendment another Amend-- 
Mr. FENWICK said that he stated) ment could then be moved to insert the: 
that the agitation for the limitation of | words “ hours of labour.” 


hours began with that object. | *Tue CHAIRMAN: If the Committee 

Mr. BANBURY said that was what’ strike out from the clause the words 
he thought. When, however, it was)“ eight hours’ there will be a vacancy 
found that that was unpopular in the which can be filled up. 


country, a cover was thrown over it.| Mp JAMES LOWTHER said if the 
He thought the position was very | word “eight ” remained he understood 
serious. Only a few hours ago he had | j¢ would not be in order to move another 


read a long article in The Times, written) number, but that it would be in order- 
by an hon. Gentleman in reply to the | t) move the addition of a half. 

Secretary of State for India, showing q ie ; 
that the limitation of working hours in | MR. BANBURY said he was afraid 
England was tending to destroy indus- | that if they went to a division on the 
tries and manufactures. The main thing | destion ‘That ‘eight " stand part of 
required to make a successful industry or | the clause they would probably be 
manufacture was cheap coal, but the Bill | defeated. The matter ought to _be 
before the Committee would not cheapen | further discussed before stereotyping 
coal. and if coal.were not cheapened | that number. It he could induce his 
how was the country to resist the great | hon. and gallant friend to withdraw his 
competition from other parts of the | Amendment, then there would be no 
world ? That was a consideration which | question before the Committee, and it 
should induce every hon. Member to would be possible for him to move to 
pause before he voted for the question | omit the words “ eight hours.” 

which would be put from the Chair—| *THeE CHAIRMAN: If the Committee 
‘“ That ‘ eight ’ stand part of the clause.” | agrees to allow the hon. Gentleman to 
The question of cheap coal applied not | withdraw his Amendment, then another 
only to manufactures, but also to indi-| Amendment can be moved to leave out 
viduals, and especially to the working! the words “eight hours” and insert 
classes of the country, and he doubted | some other words. 





Division, in a very eloquent speech on the 
Second Reading. said that the real reason | 
for the figure “eight’’ was because it 
was desired to limit the output. 
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Mr. BANBURY said he would appeal 
to his hon. and gallant friend to with- 
draw his Amendment. He did not 
suppose there would be any objection 
to inserting the words “ hours of labour.”’ 
He hoped his hon. and gallant friend 
would consider his appeal, but if there 


were reasons against it perhaps his hon. | 


and gallant friend would state them. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said he would 
suggest that the better way would be to 
leave out the word * 
* limitation of.” 

*Strrk ALFRED HICKMAN said he 
strongly objected to the insertion of the 
words “ ten hours,”’ because no man was 
now in a pit ten hours, and he should be 
very sorry if he were. He thought the 
suggestion of the hon. Baronet was a very 
good one. His hon. friend who had 
just spoken objected to eight hours 
trom bank to bank because of the differ- 
ence it would make between various classes 
of labour. He should like to give the 
Committee a concrete case. He had a 
pit employing 600 men, and they had 


to be taken down in cages, twelve 
in a cage, a depth of 400 yards, 


which, with fifty cages, occupied half an 
hour. He had another pit employing 
100 men, but they went down in five 
minutes. The same applied when the 
men returned, and therefore the men 
in one pit were able to work fifty minutes 
longer than the men in the other. How 
could two collieries compete fairly when 
the men in oneworked fifty minuteslonger 
daily than the men in the other? At 
present men worked something less than 
seven hours, so that fifty minutes was a 
very large percentage indeed. But that 
was not all. When the men got down 
they had to get to the face of the coal. 
In one case the distance was one mile 
and three quarters, in the other only 
100 yards. Although there was every 
possible mechanical contrivance to con- 
vey the men, the longer journey occupied 
forty minutes, whereas the 100 yards 
could be traversed under five minutes. 
That again meant a difference of seventy 
minutes per day. That was a very 
considerable time to be taken from 
the men’s working hours. Would it 
be contended that a man who had 
worked for about five hours and was 
anxious to work longer should not be 
allowed to do so! That seemed to him 


eight ’’ and insert 


MONS} 


_to be preposterous. In the United 
States men worked eleven hours in the 
| pits, and the price of coal was never 
more than half of the price of England. 
How was the manufacturing supremacy 
of England to be kept up if the article 
which enabled every manufacturer to 
sarry on work was to be twice the price 
of the same article to his competitors ! 
, For his own part, he strongly deprecated 
long hours in the pits. He thought 
seven hours was quite sufficient, but 
ihe would not make a hard and fast 
rule. One of the first effects of the 
Act, if passed, would be that famine 
prices would rule, and that large sums 
would be paid into the pockets of the 
colliery proprietors, but ultimately the 
manufacturing supremacy of the country 
would be destroyed. 

Sir THOMAS WRIGHTSON (st. 
Pancras, E.) said he desired to say a 
few words with reference to the effect 
of the limitation of hours in the county 
of Northumberland. In Northumber- 
land they had the oldest coalfield not 
only in the kingdom, but perhaps in 
the world, and the conditions under 
'which it was worked would be entirely 
upset if the hours were limited to eight 
from bank to bank. It would be im- 
possible for the men to cut the amount 
of coal which would justify them in 
receiving the wages they ought to 
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receive if their hours were limited 
to that number. The great argu- 
ment which had been used with 


reference to Northumberland and Dur- 
ham was that boys, of which there 
was one shift to work with two shifts 
of hewers, were, some of them, obliged 
to work more than eight hours. As a 
matter of fact, although the boys were 
ten hours in the mine, those were not all 
working hours. They took half to 
three-quarters of an hour to get to their 
work, and during that time they were 
taking healthy gentle exercise in an 
atmosphere which was far more healthy 
than the atmosphere of the House of 
Commons. It did them no harm, and he 
would draw the attention of the House to 
the fact that for twenty generations the 
collieries of Northumberland had been 
worked on conditions similar to the con- 
‘ditions which now prevailed. If any 
hon. Member went down to Northumber- 
land he would find a finer, healthier,”and 
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hardier set of men than in any other 
mining district in the world. 


{12 June 1901} 


”? 
now put. 


Mr. YOXALL rose in his place, and 


claimed to move, “‘ That the Question 


be now put.” 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | 

Abraham, William (Rhondda) 

Aird, Sir John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 

Allen,Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud) 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

sroadhurst, Henry 

Brown,GeorgeM. (Edinburgh) | 
| 





Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 

Bull William James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

3urns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

3utcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane,Hon.Thos. H. A. E, 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
‘Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Delany, William 

Denny, Col. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutly, William J. 

Dunn, Sir Williain 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) | 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 


Noes, 156. 


AYES, 
Field, William 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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Question put, “ That the Question be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232 ; 


(Division List No. 249.) 


Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) | 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 


Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbt. J. | 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 


Green, WalfordD(Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardie,J. K.(Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, W.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kay-Shattleworth, Rt. HnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sin J. H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


| Markham. Arthur Basil 


Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Mecheghnn, George 

Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate,FrancisAlexander 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil Win. 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


( / Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Md 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O’Brien, P. J. SS - artl lS, 


| O’Connor,James(V 
( 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
| Helder, Augustus 


Yicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 


, Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 


Pickard, Benjamin 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Randles, John S. 

tea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 


| Reddy, M. 


Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth | 


| Lawson, John Grant 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


Lloyd-George, David 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Lough, Thomas 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Br. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| M‘Crae, George 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 





Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 


| Remnant, James Farquharson 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


, Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


tobson, William Snowdon 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas, A(Gl’morgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
y\ Jom Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arrol, Sir William 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 


{COMMONS} 


Ure, Alexander 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 


Balfour, MajKR(Christchureh | 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,SirFrancis T.(Windsor) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Cameron, Robert 


| Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


Carson,Rt. Hon. SirEdward H. | 


Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Chapman, Edward 
Ceddington, Sir William 


Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady | 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

‘ardell, Sir T. George 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, kt. HnSirJ.(Mance’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That the 


Weir, James Galloway 
Welby,SirCharlesG.E (Notts. ) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


NOES. 


Furness, Sir Christopher 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cy.ofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Lince. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Hain, Edward 


Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, ArthurHoward (H’nley 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords; N.W.) 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hill, Arthur 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampst’d) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheffi’ld, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham | 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Law, Andrew Bonar 





, Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. | 





Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther,Rt. Hn. James (Kent) | 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) | 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsm’th) | 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont,Col. HLB.(Cambs. | 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hon. WF 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. | 
Marray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


| 


Hours) Bill. 208. 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T (Huddersf'd 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES~ 
Mr. Yoxall and Sir Fortescue. 
Flannery. 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham) 
Penn, John 

Pie: point, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 


| Robinson, Brooke 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Sadler, Col. SamuelAlexander 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Smith, HC(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart. 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


| Thornton, Perey M. 
| Tollemache, Henry James 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent,ColSir CEH(Sheffield 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lioyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson,A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. K.( Bath 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Lieutenant-Colonel Pilking- 
ton and Mr. Knowles. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 214 ; 


word ‘eight’ stand part of the clause.” | Noes, 153. (Division List No. 250.) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Allan, William ((Gateshead) 


| 


NOES. 


| Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud 
| Atherley-Jones, L. 


Ambrose, Robert 
Arrol, Sir William 


{ 


Ashton, Thomas Cair 


' Austin, Sir John 
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Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
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Bain, Col. James Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bull, William James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
C — -Bannerman, Sir 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cullinan, J. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigar 
Delany, William 
Denny. Colonel 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH.( Maidstone 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Field, William 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone,RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury | 
Gretton, John 





Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
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Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) | 
Harwood, George | 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. | 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- | 
Hayter,Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. | 
Helder, Augustus | 
Hemphill,Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Henderson, Alexander 

Holland, William Henry 


| Hope,John Deans (Fife, West) 


Horniman, Frederick John 


Hours) Bill, 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(RoscommonN. 
O'Malley, William 
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| O'Mara, James 
| O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


O’Shee, James John 


Partington, Oswald 
Pease, Alfred EK. (Cleveland) 


| Pickard, Benjamin 
| Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Hozier, Hon. James HenryCeecil | 


Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred EK. (Morley) 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 


Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU. 
Kearley, Hudson FE. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch,SirJ ohnGeorgeSmy th | 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese,SirJoseph F.(Accrington | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) | 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor,Rt.Hon.JohnWilliam 
Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 
odes, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murnaghan, George 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Irancis Alexander | 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norman, Henry 

Norton,Capt. Cecil: William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


Harcourt,Rt.Hon. Sir William | O’Dowd, John 
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Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 


Randles, John S. 


| Rea, Russell 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 

| Reid,SirR.Threshie’ Dumfries) 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


| Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
| Seely, Chas. Hilton 


(Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


| Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,CaptJ ohn(Forfarshire 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stevenson, Irancis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred\Glamorgan, E.) 


| Thomas,David Alfred (Merthyr 


Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thomson, I’. W. (York, W. R.) 


| Tomkinson, James 


Ure, Alexander 


| Wallace, Robert 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


; Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,John C. (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 


i W hitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


W hittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,Fred.W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T.( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE Aygs— 
Mr. Yoxall and Viscount 
Milton. 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. I’. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,MajK.R(Christchureh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,SirFrancis T. (Windsor) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Grittth- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. ) 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hapman, Edward 
‘oddington, Sir William 
‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalkeith, Karl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cock field 
Dixon-Hartland.SirFredDixon 


~ 


Doxtford,Sir William Theodore 


Dunean, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Fardell. Sir T. George 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, SirRobert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 


And it 
the Chairman 


clock, 


Committee report 


again upon Wednesday next. 


BOUNTY 
COMMITTEE). 


QUEEN ANNE'S 


(JOINT 
Ordered, That a Select 


being half-past 
left 
make his Report to the House. 


pre TESS 5 


- {COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Godson, SirAugustus!'rederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. EK Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, HnG.R.COrmsby-(Salop) 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goulding, Edward Altred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Sir E.W(B’rySEdm nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashfo'd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath. Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James(Scaffords. N.W.) 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hill, Arthur 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J F(Sheftield, Brightside) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop.) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,F rederickN. 8. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Lowther. Rt. Hon.James{ Kent) | 


Lueas.Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Luéas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouch 
M‘Arthur, Charles ( Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L.B.(Cambs. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W. I. 
Mildmay. lrancis Bingham 
Morreil, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


Five of the 


the chair to 


to sit 


BOARD 


Committee of 


objected. 


Committee.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 


to 
rr 
bo 


the House: 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, SirCharlesM.( Durham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlington 
Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones,Lt.Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,H.C (North’mbTynes’de 
Stewart,SirMark J.M‘Taggart 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col.R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Lieut.-Co]. Pilkington and 
Mr. Knowles. 


Sir William Anson, Mr. Hanbury, Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen, and Mr. Stevenson 
nominated members of the Committee.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 

(Juestion proposed, “ That Mr. Stuart 
Wortley be one other Member of the 





five Members be appointed to join with 
a Committee to be appointed by the 
Lords to consider the constitution of 
(Jueen Anne's Bounty Board, and to 
report whether economy and efficiency of 
administration would be promoted by 
any change in its constitution or by its 
amalgamation with any other body. 


It being six of the clock the Debate 
stood adjourned till to-morrow. 


Mr. 
without Question put. 


Adjourned at six of the clock. 


SPEAKER adjourned the House 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Thursday, 13th June, 1901. | pgated ami soturned to the Commons, 
‘iconiaianiiiets SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL 
“gs asd go ahi bs se Brought Gaines Commons ; read 
South Africa, and Administrator of the | 1° and referred to the Examiners 


Transvaal and Orange River Colony.) yayrproN BURGH PROVISIONAL 
having been created Baron Milner of St.| ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [1.1]. 
James's, in the County of London, and | Returned from the Commons agreed 
of Cape Town, in the colony of the Cape | 


: | to. 
of Good Hope, was, in the usual | 
manner, introduced. | FINCHLEY AND HENDON TRAMWAYS 
| BILL [H.L.]. 
scanradiaanagineaen | Message to the Commons for James 


Several Lords took the Oath. , Bigwood, Esquire (a member), to be 
—<— | examined as a witness before the Select 


CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES. _| Committee of this House. a 
Moved that the Earl Waldegrave be} precTrRic LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
appointed to take the Chair in Committees | ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [u.1.}. 


of the Whole House this day in the) 
absence of the Chairman of Committees | Amendments reported (according to 
(the Lord James) ; agreed to. | Order), and Billto be read 3 to-morrow. 


| 
ee ee | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | ORDERS (No. _ BILL [H.L.]. 
| Read 34 (according to Order), and 
ace | passed, and sent to the Commons. 
SMETHWICK CORPORATION BILL | 
[H.L. ]. | GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
Reported with Amendments. | [H.L. ]. 
| Amendments reported (according to 
LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL | Order), and Bill to be read 3% to-morrow. 


[H.L. ]. 
Reported from the Select Committee) GAS AND WATER ORDERS CON- 
with Amendments. | FIRMATION BILL [H.L.]. 


| Read 34 (according to Order), and 
a WATER _ passed, and sent to the Commons. 
Read 2%, and committed. |, PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [H.1.]. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL-| House in Committee (according to 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. Order) ; Amendments made; Standing 
ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL.| Committee negatived; the Report of 


CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY | Amendments to be received to-morrow. 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 





} 


BEXLEY TRAMWAYS BILL. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LONDON RIVERSIDE FISH MARKET | 
BILL. 


Read 2¢, and committed; the Com-) NAVY (HYDROGRAPHER'S REPORT). 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee) Report on Admiralty Surveys for the 
of Selection. year 1900, by the Hydrographer. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
Read 34; an Amendment made; Bill} No. 2626. France (New Caledonia). 
passed, and sent to the Commons. No. 2627. Portugal (Beira). 


VOL. XCV. _—‘[FourrH Serigs,] I 


ELLAND GAS BILL [H.1.]. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
i 
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CAPE OF GOOD HOPE OBSERVA- 
TORY. 


Report of His Majesty’s Astronomer 
at the Cape of Good Hope Observatory 
to the Lords Commissioners of the 
Admiralty for the year 1900. 


LOCAL TAXATION (ROYAL COM- 
MISSION). 


Final Report of His Majesty’s Com- 
missioners appointed to inquire into the 
subject of local taxation. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INDIA (PROGRESS AND CONDITION). 


Statement exhibiting the moral and 
material progress and condition of India 


during the year 1899-1900. (Thirty- 
sixth number.) 
GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND 


TRAVERS’ FOUNDATION. 
Statement of the estimated income and 
expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and 
ot Travers’ Foundation for 1901-1902. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCOR- 
PORATION OF EALING). 
Charter of Incorporation of the borough 
of Ealing, dated 3rd June, 1901. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
WARWICK). 

Order made by the County Council of 
the county of Warwick on 7th May, 
1901, altering certain Polling Districts 
in the county. 

Laid betore the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

Statutes made by the Governing Body 
of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, on 31st 
January, and sealed on 21st February, 
1901, amending Statutes 1V., IX., X., 
XIIL, and XVII. of the Statutes of the 
College. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 109.) 


MEDWAY CONSERVANCY. 
Statement of receipts and expenditure 
for the year from 25th March, 1900, to 


{LORDS} 
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PETITION. 
TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF LOCAL 


AUTHORITIES). 


Petition against the amendment of 
Standing Order No. 22 of the metro- 
politan borough of Saint Marylebone ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 
Message from the Commons that they 
have appointed a Committee to consist of 
five Members to join with a Committee 
of this House to consider the constitution 
of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, and to 
report whether economy and efficiency 
of administration would be promoted by 
any change in its constitution or by its 
amalgamation with any other body, and 
to request this House to appoint an 
equal number of Lords to be joined with 
the Members of their House ; the said 
Message to be considered to-morrow. 
HOUSING OF THE LABOURING 
CLASSES. 

Message from the Commons that they 
have come to the following resolution, 
to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House, viz., That it is expedient that 
a Select Committee of this House be 
appointed to join with a Committee of 
the Lords to consider the Standing 
Orders relating to houses occupied by 
persons of the labouring class and the 
clauses usually inserted in Private and 
Local Bills and Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bills in pursuance thereof ; 
and to report whether any Amendments 
should be made in such Standing Orders 
and clauses, and especially whether any 
and what provision should be made for 
better securing the rehousing of all 
persons of the labouring class who may 
be displaced in connection with the under- 
takings to which the Bills relate, whether 
displaced under the powers given by the 
Bills or otherwise. 


NEW BILL. 


COUNTY COUNCILS (BYE-LAWS) BILL 
[H.L.]. 

A Bill to amend the law with regard to 

the making of bye-laws by county councils 

—Was presented by the Earl of North- 





25th March, 1901 ; Delivered (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


brook; read 14; and to be printed. 
(No. 110.) 
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PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION (No. 2) {it is proposed in this Bill to give power 
BILL [H.L.}. | to amend the representation of the clergy. 

House in Committee (according to} It is not a matter which concerns the 
Order) ; Bill reported without Amend-| power of the Convocations at all; it con- 
ment; and re-committed to the Standing | cerns only their relation to the Church 
Committee. |at large, and the machinery by which 
| that relation is made to work. I do not 

BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL | believe that there will be any really great 
pained ? | objection to the proposal. It is at present 

Amendments reported (according to) 4 very serious inconvenience to the work- 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday | ing of the Convocations that no canon 
next. 'can be passed for the whole country 
| without going through the four Houses 


CONVOCATIONS OF THE CLERGY BILL. | of each Convocation. Very great delay 


[SEconD READING.] is caused thereby, and with very little 
Order of the day for the Second Read- reason. If the two Houses could meet 
ing read. together as one synod the proceedings 


-, would be considerably shortened. At 

*THe Lorp ArcHBISHOP OF CANTER- present a matter may be delayed for 
BURY: My Lords, this is a Bill in some several years which is capable of being 
respects of considerable importance, but settled in a short time if only the two 
it is one which we can hardly hope to Convocations could sit together. It 
earry through Parliament during the would not add to their power in any 
present session, though I should be very way, but it would greatly add to their 
glad indeed if it were found possible to efficiency. It is not proposed in the 
do so. Iam very anxious, however, that slightest way to interfere with the power 
it should at any rate pass its Second | of the Crown. The Convocations had no 
Reading, in order that it may receive power to make canons except with the 
thorough consideration. The Bill deals consent of the Crown, and the canons 
with the Convocations of Canterbury and | passed by the Convocations under this 
York, and it proposes to confer upon them | Bill will be put before the Crown for 
the power of meeting together in a) confirmation, and will not be valid 
single session, of reforming their con- until confirmed. Thus the relation be- 
stitutions, and of amending the repre-| tween Church and State is not touched. 
sentation of the clergy. At present the That the Church could go a good deal 
Convocation of Canterbury certainly does | further in the way of reforming the 
not possess, and the Convocation of York Convocations if they had the power is 
can hardly be said to possess, a sufficient true enough, and this Bill if it passes 
representation of the parochial clergy. | will certainly be followed by other pro- 
In the former Convocation the! posals. But the Bill now before the 
parochial clergy are represented by only | House is limited, and except in the two 
two representatives from each diocese, | respects mentioned no addition is made 
and very great dissatisfaction has been by the Bill to the powers of the Convoea- 
caused, inasmuch as they are greatly tions. I believe that the Bill will greatly 
outnumbered by the official members, | facilitate the work of the Convocations, 
and by the representatives of the Cathe-| and I hope the House will not be un- 
dral Chapters. In the Lower House of | willing to give it a Second Reading. 
the Convocation of Canterbury every | 
Cathedral has a representative, every Moved, That the Bill be now read 2¢. 
archdeacon and dean is a_ necessary |—(The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 
member, but there are only two members | 
to represent the whole of the parochial} THe Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF YORK: 
tlergy of the diocese. The result is that | The provisions of the Bill are of such a 
the parochial clergy are completely | simple and reasonable character that 
outnumbered, and their voice is practi-|I have no doubt your Lordships will 
cally of no effect. It is felt by the Lower | allow it to be read a second time. It is 
House itself that the parochial clergy | introduced merely for the purpose of 
should have more representation, and | securing the more convenient working 


I 2 
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institution. It is felt that if the Convo- 
cations could sit together, better con- 
clusions would be arrived at, and more 
rapidly than is possible under the present 
state of things. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv LORD | 


PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of 


SALISBURY) : 


this Bill to be read a second time, re- 
serving, of course, to yourselves the 


{LORDS} 


of a very ancient and very important | that, in the opinion of this House, an’ 


My Lords, I think your | 
Lordships will do wisely in allowing | 


+ 
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|inquiry should be made as to these 
| defects, and remedies suggested by an 
|independent commission of engineers 
assisted by a civil officer well acquainted 
with the language and local conditions ; 
also to ask what steps the India Office 
proposes to take to improve the Indian 
| Public Works Department—said: My 
Lords, the last speech, or almost the 
last speech, of the Viceroy, Lord Curzon, 
| reported to this country contrasted the 
feeling of the India Government. and 


power of expressing an opinion at a later | its regard for the population of India 


stage——either an opinion entirely ad- 
verse, or an opinion which shall involve 
certain alterations in detail--when you 
will have had a better opportunity of 
examining the nature of its provisions. 
I think the most reverend Prelates 
speak justly when they say that there is 
nothing on the surface of the Bill which | 
can do any injury to our present 
polity or can interfere at all with the 
rights of the public or of the Crown ; 
and therefore it seems to me that it would 
be quite reasonable to give it a Second 
Reading. 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


BENGAL RAILWAYS—INADEQUATE 
ENGINEERING WORKS. 
*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY, who 
had-the following notice on the Paper— 
namely, To ask the Under Secretary of 
State for India what has been done in 
consequence of the report of Mr. Lyall 


on the inadequacy of the culverts between | justifiable nor well timed. 


Dum Dum Junction and Dum Dum 
Cantonment ; to call attention to the 
inadequacy of the waterway provided 
during the construction of the Eastern 
Bengal and the Central Bengal Rail- 
ways, which traverse the line taken by 
the natural drainage of the lower pro- 
vinces, causing the districts to the west 
of those railways to be waterlogged, 
while those on the eastern side suffer 
from the silting up of the numerous 
rivers which conducted the spill sea- 
wards, and producing deplorable mis- 
chief to the health of a population exceed- 
ing five millions of souls ; and to move 


The Lord Archbishop of York. 


barracks was affected. 
‘that whilst English engineers of the 


now, with the indifference which, he said. 
existed at the beginning of the last 
century. The answer which my noble 
friend the Under Secretary will give 
me to-night may either confirm or dis- 
prove the accuracy of the Viceroy’s 
belief. As I put down a notice as long 
ago as last November respecting the 
inadequate culverts of the Bengal rail- 
ways, | may expect that the India Office 
will now be fully prepared with a satis- 
factory answer. I owe an explanation 
to the House why this notice was with- 
drawn and replaced on the Minutes, and 
for my own sake also I desire to make it. 
The first information 1 had of the culverts 
being inadequate was taken from the 
Hindu paper Amrita, which complained 
only of the Bengal Central Railway, 
/and led me to suppose that only the 
‘immediate neighbourhood of Dum-Dum 
I then thought 


Public Works Department had proved 
so inefficient, the recent limitation by 
the Secretary of State for India of two 
annual appointments of Indian students 
from Cooper’s Hill College was neither 
Then there 
occurred the incident of the dismissal 
of the seven professors from Cooper's 
Hill. Lord Kelvin and others eminent 
in science complained of this, and blew 
the iron to white heat. It had there- 
fore to be struck before it grew cool, 
and I wrote a letter on the subject to 
| the Morning Post, in which I said that 
this letter would answer the purpose of 
| the notice, which I then withdrew from 
| the Minutes. In that letter I complained 
|of the Secretary of State for India for 
/having trampled upon the Queen's 
| Proclamation of 1858, by his assertion 
| that Cooper's Hill was established for the 
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teaching of English boys. I complained | 
of his denouncing the instruction given 
at Cooper’s Hill, whilst he and his pre- 
decessors in the India Office had repeatedly 
praised that institution on the annual 
occasions when the Secretaries of State | 
made a speech to the college, and to the | 
successful candidates for employment | 
in the Indian Public Works Depart- | 
ment. I do not remember ever to have 
read in any of the valedictory speeches 
delivered at Cooper’s Hill any admonition 
to the students as to their responsibili- 
ties, or warning what to avoid when 
transferred from college to the attrac- 
tions and temptations of life in an Indian 
station. I was at the last meeting of the 
East India Directors with the students 
ot Haileybury, and remember how the 
Directors endeavoured to impress upon 
the young men the duties and responsi- | 
bilities they were about to incur. If the 
present Secretary of State is unequal to | 
this task—and indeed he has disqualified | 
himself by his collision with the teaching 
body—he had better entrust this duty | 
to Lord Kelvin, or to some other man of | 
science. 








About a month after I had withdrawn 
my first notice, I learned that the mis- 
chief caused by bad engineering was 
very much more extensive than I had 
at first supposed. The Eastern Bengal 
Railway, as well as the Bengal Central 
Railway, both traverse land which slopes 
towards the Bay of Bengal, and obstruct 
the escape of the rain-water, so as some- 
times to cause the water to lie eight or 
nine feet deep on the upper side of these | 
railways. On the lower side of the rail- 
way towards the sea the watercourses, | 
deprived of their former flow of water, get 
silted up, the country is waterlogged, 
sodden, and fever-stricken. I have read 
that as much as thirty-two square miles 
of land are affected by this interference 
with the natural drainage. Public meet- 
ings have been held, and memorials 
were {forwarded to the Lieutenant 
Governor of Bengal in December last. 
Since then, in April, questions were asked 
in the Bengal Council by Mr. Bose as to | 
the inadequate waterways, and most 
unsatisfactorily answered by Mr. Buck- 
ley, who said :— 


“The waterways were provided to meet | 


normal flood, and an entirely unprecedented | 


| 
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flood, such as that of last year, could not be met 
at any reasonable cost.’ 


This answer is untrue, since the flooding 
of the land occurs every year, and the 
village of Sinthee has suffered from 
malaria since the railways were con- 
structed. Besides, when are floods nor- 
mal? When is nature normal? Those 
who know Scotland must know how 
spates vary in volume, yet in that country 
there are not such heavy downpours to 
be provided against as occur in the 
tropics. With the leave of the House, 
I will read an article on this subject 
from the Statesman of May Ist :— 


“ The reply given on the 30th March by the 
Hon. Mr. Buckley, in the Local Council, to 
the questions of the Hon. Mr. Bose re- 
garding the obstruction stated to be caused by 
the embankment of the Bengal Central Rail- 
way to a number of villages in the neighbour- 
hood of Dum Dum, seems to betray a very 
inadequate appreciation of the responsibility 
under which the Government lies in the matter. 
Mr. Bose asked whether the attention of the 
Government had been drawn to the serious 
suffering and damage caused to the inhabitants 
by this obstruction during the heavy rains of 
September last, and to a Report on the subject 
made by the magistrate of the twenty-four Per- 
gunnahs after inspection of the locality ; 
whether the Sub-divisional Officer of Baraset 
had reported that this portion of the line was 
a serious obstruction to the drainage of the 
country ; whether the Government would 
state what steps had been taken to remedy the 
defects pointed out, and with what result; and 
whether the Government would direct an 
enquiry and eall for a Report as to the ade- 
quacy or otherwise of the culverts to carry off 
the water during the rains in other portions of 
the line referred to. Mr. Buckley’s reply was 
to the effect that the attention of the Govern- 
ment had been drawn to the results of the 
heavy rainfall of September last in the neigh- 
bourhood of Dum Dum; that the waterways 
were provided to meet a normal flood ; 
that an unprecedented flood, such as 
that of last year, could not be met at 
a reasonable cost; and that the question of 
providing increased waterway within reason- 
able limits was under inquiry. It will be 
observed, in the first place, that the reply con- 
tained no specific reference to the Report of 
Mr. Lyall or the Sub-divisional Officer of 
Baraset, though Mr. Bose had asked distinctly 
whether the attention of the Government had 
been! drawn to these Reports; and that it 
ignored altogether the question what steps had 
been taken to remedy the mischief, and with 
what result—from which it may reasonably be 
inferred that, as indeed is notoriously the case, 
no such steps have been taken. As it was six 
months since the catastrophe caused by the 
heavy floods of last year had occurred, and 
only a little more than two months remained 
before the rains of the present year 
might be expected to set in, this in itself would 
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seem to imply culpable apathy on the part of ‘ under normal conditions to an extent injurious 
the Government. This, however, is not the to its agriculture or to, the convenience or 
most disturbing feature of Mr. Buckley’s health of its inhabitants? If, through miscal- 
reply. Taken together, the first three culation or any other cause, a railway hasbeen 
of the four statements of which it con- made which causes such obstruction, is it or is 
sists are clearly intended to suggest that the it not their duty to insist on a rectification of 
existing waterway is sufficient to carry off the theerror? If, as we do not doubt, both these 
flood waters in a normal season, and that but questions must be answered in the affirmative, 
for the unprecedented floods last year, no serious then no question of the cost arises. The only 
inconvenience would have been felt. This, question is of the degree of obstruction which 


however, is not the view of the matter sug- is reasonably to be considered seriously injurious. 


gested either by the Report of the Magistrate to the agriculture, convenience,.or health of 
of the 24 Pergunnahs or by that of the Sub- | the tract affected.” 

divisional Officer of Baraset, and it is directly : — . 
opposed to the published statements of a large I consulted an English civil engineer 
number of the respectable inhabitants of the as to the injury caused by inadequate 
villages affected. What Mr. Lyall says is:—‘I culverts, but without mentioning India 
inspected the locality yesterday morning, and I 1 £ the land affected. A 
have no hesitation in saying that the culverts or the extent of t 16 BBS ane ™ ae ie 
between Dum Dum Junction and Dum Dum Bengal civilian had written to me: “ They 
Cantonment are ridiculously inadequate for | (the railway company) do not care for 


the water they have to carry off. The differ- feyer, and they do care for expense,” 


ence in the water level is nearly two feet at the : + a ‘ 
openings themselves, and the water is roaring and in writing to my friend 1 had short- 
through as in a mill sluice. I attribute a good ened this into “They prefer fever to 
deal of the unhealthiness of Sinthee (through expense.” The engineer replied that 
a oo 9 1 et — — “ | he knew of a case where land had become 

1e north-west of the Bengal Central Line to > aes seis 
this cause, and I think the Bengal Central boggy, but that any proceedings to 
Railway Company should be called on to pro- | obtain a remedy would cost more than 
vide adequate waterways. I would therefore the land was worth, and advised a 
suggest — the matter should be referred to friendly application to the traffic mana- 
the consulting engineer of Government railways. ‘ ee ae : : , 
‘The Sub-divisional officer of Baraset also 8°": He also evidently thought ” 
reports that this portion of the railway isa, English company; was. In question—per- 
serious obstruction to the drainage of the | haps the Great Northern—as part of it 

>? . = 4 sis . ; e 
eg -¥ = ciety on — skirts an aguish eountry, and he urgently 
oods of last autumn that Mr. Lyall visited the . : 
wo * © Q, Se , } ta ‘oo TT 7 

place; but no one who reads the first sentence | advised _— -_ aad ht they a ed 
of his letter can suppose for a moment that he | fever to expense. The Bengal Gov cra- 
considered the culverts between Dum Dum! ment appears to be less sensitive, and if 
ao and — —_ ——— suf- | it persists in doing nothing it must accept 
cient to carry 0 the Hlooc water under nor- the verdict that it prefers fever to ex- 
mal conditions. He would hardly describe : , Nader 9 vo at Si 
culverts which were inadequate only in the , Pense. lt the /nder Secretary ot State 
case of an unprecedented or even an un- for India will engage that additional and 
usually _—7 oe pro ger gen a sufficient waterways shall be immediately 
quate. 1e inhabitants of the neighbour- "3 “ll withdraw‘ the motion: 
hood who attended the public meeting held provided, I will withdraw t ‘ 


at Goruiin December last state positively in otherwise he will have to negative it,. 


their petition to the Lieutenant-Governor and further destroy the claims of the 
that since the construction of the Bengal Bengal Government to any care for the 
Central Line the flood waters, which come from health and well-being of its subjects 

a great distance, and pass through the culverts I — ; toy phate. : the 
in the Barrackpore Trunk Road, ‘cannot pass | + NOW come to the ast question on the 
freely towards the Salt Lake, and thereby | Notice Paper: What steps the India 
remain stagnant in the Sinthee fields for days | Office will take to improve the Public 
in to yp ee Saag nee ont gr pear ' Works Department or the engineering 

Fe y ants annually destroyed, but malaria : : ml * 

per dare From the last partof Mr. Buckley’s | Work in India. That this Department 
answer itis apparently to be inferred that, | is bad and requires improvement is un- 
though ~ vn are not prepared to deniable. It is usually called the Public 
Insist on the provision of waterway sufficient tu | Waste Department in India. As long 
carry off a flood like that of last year, they F 
=e Bl the liability of the railway ao 1a I can remember it has constantly 
pany to provide some increase of water-| been said that barrack walls erected by it 
way. This, however, is much too vague) fell in, that railway bridges fell down. 
to be satisfactory. We would ask the The fact of Cooper's Hill College having 
Government plain questions. Is it, or is itnot | tablished al hirtv vears ago 
their duty, when they sanction a railway, to 2° established about thirty years ag¢ 


insist upon its being so constructed as not to Shows that the engineering in India was 
obstruct the natural drainage of the country , defective. In this country there is now. 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 
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other school for civil engineers than 
Cooper’s Hill College. In this country 
engineers learn their profession as archi- 
tects, and lawyers learn theirs, by enter- 
ing the offices of men already eminent 
in those professions. English engineers 
and their work stand highest in the 
world. It is enough to mention the 





Eddystone Lighthouse, the Tubular 
Bridge, and the Forth Bridge. Why, 


then, should the Public Works Depart- | 
ment of India be so far behind the engi- | 
neering of this country ? A short time 
ago a Hindu gentleman was with me | 
looking at the Holyhead breakwater, the 
upper part of which has not required 
any renewing since it was constructed. 
] asked him why the Public Works 
Department of India could not turn out 
work like that. He replied: “ Because | 
they are not responsible to anyone, and | 
they have no sympathy with the people | 
of the country.” This, I believe, is the 
real reason, for they do not belong to the 
Civil Service; they are paid less, and 
lately some of them have complained 
that they have not received the pay that 
was promised them. The system of 
educating them is bad; they do not 
gradually work their way up through 
the offices of civil engineers who already | 
possess established reputations. They 
come out from Cooper’s Hill with theo- 
retical knowledge only, and, like too 
many of the Civil Service, are put into 
places of responsibility and requiring | 
experience at too early an age. The | 
condition of the Bengal railways proves 
the great want of engineering know- 
ledge and skill or of zeal, since the original 
defects of these railways have not been 
remedied. One of these railways was 
constructed before Cooper’s Hill was 
established, the other a good deal later. | 
The Secretary of State has admitted the | 
inefficiency of the Public Works Depart- | 
ment, since he has considered that it | 
might be advisable to close Cooper’s Hill. | 
Some of the earlier failures of barracks 


and bridges may have been due to their | 
having been entrusted to the Royal | 
Engineers, who had been educated for | 
military works and not for civil engineer- | 


ing. I asked a friend who had been! -‘ I a 
8 saree mings R62 A pe he | 2 which that official states that— 


twenty years ago at Bombay w 
remembered of this. 
remembered the failure of barracks and 
bridges, and that the Cooper’s Hill men 
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derided the Sappers for these failures. 
But the Cooper’s Hill men have not done 
any better since, as shown by the Bengal 
railways, and the wish of the Secretary of 
State to abolish them. One of Mrs. 
Steel’s books, ‘‘ The Potter’s Thumb,”’ is 
in part a pamphlet against the Public 
Works Department. One remedy would 
seem to be that in future for any work of 
importance an English civil engineer 
of reputation should be appointed, and 
that he should be provided with a staff 
of Indian subordinates, who would 
naturally have an interest in the country, 
and as they would remain in India would 


| be interested in the durability of the 


works they were engaged upon. In 
short, the recent limitation of two ap- 
pointments annually to Indian students 
at Cooper’s Hill should be reversed, 
appointments of Englishmen to the 
Public Works Department limited, and 
as many Indian pupils of Cooper’s Hill 
employed as possible. Both for railway 
and canal works knowledge of the 
language and sympathy with the in- 
habitants are necessary in order to ac- 
quire the necessary knowledge of what 
is normal, and especially of what is ex- 
ceptional in floods, but yet which must 
be provided against. All are agreed that 


'a larger number of Indians must be 
| admitted into the Civil Service of their 


own country—because they expect it ; 


| because the Proclamation of 1858 must 


no longer remain a dead letter ; because 
the pensions spent out of the country 


_ are helping to bring India to bankruptcy ; 


because the engineering profession is the 
one in which the fewest objections can 


'be made to the admission of Indians. 


Race prejudices or partialities cannot be 
shown in civil engineering as in admini- 
strative posts, and there is no connection 
between engineering and sedition. 


This was all that I had intended to say ; 
but I do not gather from the counten- 
ance of my noble friend the Under 
Secretary of State for India that he has 
much sympathy with the question, or 
that I may expect a very favourable 
reply. I would like to refer him to 
the report of the Sanitary Commissioner, 


“In the Bengal-Orissa group the most 
malarious stations were Barrackpore and 
Dum Dum. The medical officer in charge at 
the former says that it is situated on a low- 
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lying alluvial soil, with insufficient drainage, | 
surrounded by rice cultivation and stagnant 
tanks; but he acknowledges that the drainage | 
has been greatly improved by the measures 
completed in 1898, and to that attributes the | 
reduction of malaria in 1899. At Dum Dum 
the soil is said to be water-logged. In some 
station reports the inter-fluctuations in the 
diagnosis of ague, simple continued fever, and 
influenza are noticed.” 

The newspaper article containing the 
extract from the sanitary inspector's 
report which I have just read, states that 
the railway bund, which acts as a break- 
water to the floods, should be pierced 
at more frequent intervals than a space 
of twenty feet to every two miles. 
Can your Lordships imagine two miles 


with onlyone exit for water! Barrackpore | 


and Dum Dum both contain a large! 
number of troops, so that it is not only 
the health of the villagers but also that 
of the troops which ought to be con- 
sidered. I contend that the villagers 
would be morally justified in breaking 
down these culverts. As to the superior 
officer who commands a Dum Dun, 
what should he do? It all depends on 
his education. If his education was en- 
tirely military he would probably wait for 
orders ; but if he remembers the Roman 
maxim, Salus populi, suprema lex, he 
would be inclined to send a number of 
sappers with the requisite quantity of 
dynamite and blow up the culverts. I 
move the motion standing in my name. 


Moved to resolve, That in the opinion 
of this House, an inquiry should be made 
as to the defects of the waterway pro-' 
vided during the construction of the 
Eastern Bengal and the Central Bengal 
Railways, which traverse the line taken 
by the natural drainage of the lower 
provinces, causing the districts to the 
west of those railways to be water- 
logged, while those on the eastern side 
suffer from the silting up of the numerous 
rivers which conducted the spill seawards, 
and producing deplorable mischief to the 
health of a population exceeding five 
millions of souls ; and the remedies sug- 
gested by an independent commission of 
engineers, assisted by a civil officer well 
acquainted with the language and local 


conditions. (The Lord Stanley of 
Alderley.) 
THE UNDER SECRETARY or 


{LORDS} 


‘into four parts. 
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WICKE): My Lords, the noble Lord has 
detained your Lordships at some length 
on a subject which I trust I shall be able 
to deal with in a very few words. The 
noble Lord has made it a little difficult 
for me to reply as shortly as I should 
wish, because he has divided his motion 
He commences with a 
question, and goes on to call attention 
to certain engineering defects in con- 
nection with the Eastern and Central 
Bengal Railways. The noble Lord then 
moves a motion, and in the last three 
lines asks a further question regarding 


‘the Indian Public Works Department. 


Perhaps it would be convenient to the 
House if I briefly recite the facts of the 
case to which the question refers. There 
was an unprecedented rainfall in Cal- 
cutta and the surrounding district in 
September last, the rainfall between the 
19th and 22nd amounting to 38°6 inches. 
Such a rainfall had never been known 
there before. It is not, therefore, re- 
markable that certain culverts were 


‘found inadequate to carry the water 


away; but, even if there had been no 
railway existing at all, the inconvenience 
and damage would have been equally 
severe. It is true that the inhabitants of 
the surrounding district suffered con- 
siderably, but how the noble Lord arrives 
at a population of five millions I am at a 
loss to understand. Dum Dum is a 
very short distance from Calcutta, the 
inhabitants of which number under one 


million, while the population of the 


adjacent villages is somewhere about 
400,000. The damage in Calcutta was 
far in excess of any resulting from the in- 
adequacy of these culverts. The Govern- 
ment of India at once} instituted an 
inquiry into the supposed inadequacy of 
the culverts, with the result that an 
additional forty lineal feet will be added 
to the waterway, and this will be done 
at the expense of the company. I hope 
this statement will satisfy the noble Lord, 
and that he will not think it necessary to 
press his motion to a division, though I 
believe under the rules of the House 
it is necessary to have the motion seconded 
before the House can be divided. With 


regard tothelast question ofthenoble Lord, 
I think the Government of India and my 
! noble friend the Secretary of State will 
require some further instance of the 
SEATE ror INDIA (The Earl of Harp- inefficiency of the Public Works Depart- 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 
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ment than that to which the noble Lord | certain appointments incident to field 
refers before taking any steps in the direc- | operations--of which commandant at 
tion indicated. | headquarters, provost - marshal, and 
| director of telegraphs are instances——not 
*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : | required in time of peace, which wili not 
The noble Earl asks me how I arrived| be made till mobilisation is ordered. 
at a population of five millions. I have | The last three army corps will contain 
the number on the authority of a Bengal |so much of their complete staff as is 
civilian who knows the country well. | necessary for peace and the nucleus of 
Ishould like to ask the noble Earl whether | the total staff for war, but in every 
he means that the twenty feet culverts | case the whole of the troops and the staffs 
will be extended to forty feet, or that | within the area of his command will be 
any more culverts will be made. ‘under the control of the army corps 
| commander, who will recommend what- 
THe Eart or HARDWICKE: _ J | ever steps he thinks proper for filling up 
understand that the total number of | the skeleton staffs during manceuvres 
feet of extra waterway that is required | or when the troops are called out for 
is forty, and that it will be distributed | training. 
over a distance of one and a half miles. 
DECLARATION AGAINST TRAN- 
*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : esoome dua uaa 
I think that will be satisfactory for the! The Lords following to be named of the 
present, until experience shows that it is | Select Committee, namely :-- 


notso. Itherefore withdraw my motion. i: Chaaadiis 


; : The Lord Privy Seal (M. Salisbury). 
Motion, by leave of the House, with- D. Avec ? ( » 
y , “yy - Ov ‘i 
drawn. E. Spencer. 
KE. Cadogan. 
ARMY ORGANISATION—CONSTITUTION i Caw 
OF PROPOSED ARMY CORPS. V. Gordon (E. Aberdeen) 
THE Ear. OF DUNRAVEN : My ‘ES Kenry (E. Dunraven a nd Mount- 
Lords, I beg to ask the Under Secretary Earl). 
of State the question standing in my L. Tweedmouths 
name, namely--Of how many brigades 
and divisions is each of the six proposed! The Committee to meet on Tuesday 
army corps to consist ; _and are the the 25th instant, at Twelve of the clock, 
respective staffs to be in accordance | and to appoint their own chairman. 
with the regulations for an army in the 





the clock. 


field, | House adjourned at twenty minutes 
| past Five of the clock till 
*THE UNDER SECRETARY © or | to-morrow, half past Ten of 


STATE ror WAR (Lord Racway): | 
The proposed army corps will consist | —_——. 

for peace or war of the number of divi- | een : ae 
ak and brigades laid down in “ War | HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Establishments, 1900 ’’--that is, of three | Thursday, 13th June, 1901. 
divisions and six brigades each. In 
peace time, in the last three army corps, | : 
the divisions and brigades, being partly | [PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
composed of troops of the Auxiliary | iia 

forces, will only be completely organised | ARIZONA COPPER COMPANY (LTD.) 
as such during the drill season. With) ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. (By 
regard to staffs, those of the first three} ORDER.) 

army corps will contain all the necessary | [UNDER THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PRo- 
brigade and divisional commanders, with | CEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899.] 

their subordinates, in accordance with | Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
the regulations for an army in the field,’ Mid) moved that this Bill be referred to a 
with the modification that there are | Joint Committee of Lords and Commons. 
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He said the point he had to raise was a 
novel one, but of some general interest 
with regard to the working of the Private 
Legislation Procedure Act of Scotland. 
Under that Act several inquiries had been 


Arizona Copper Co., Ltd. 
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|and the case of the directors was that 
| this issue was part of an elaborate com- 
| promise, and was in the interests of the 
| company, and therefore a reasonable piece 
| of business on the part of the directors. 


held in Scotland, and this was the first | The Committee supported the view of the 
octasion on which opponents had asked | directors, and declined to make the 
to be heard in this House after having | alteration which the petitioning share- 





been unsuccessfully heard in Scotland. 
The question which the House had now 
to determine for the future was. What 


were the rights that opponents had to be | 


heard here after they had been heard in 
Scotland? He contended that, according 
to the express provisions of the Act, any 
opponent whose opposition was not 


simply frivolous had a right to be heard | 
It was not a question of asking | 
the House to upset the decision of its | 


here. 


Committee, but it was a question of the 
right of having a second hearing, which 


was given by the Act of 1899. The 
Scotch Committee of Members of both 


Houses was a strong one, and he would 
hesitate very much to ask the House to 
pronounce any final opinion upon the 
merits of a question that had been heard 
und decided by that Committee. All he 
wished to point out was that the duty of 
the House was not to decide on the merits, 
but to send the matter upstairs to a Joint 
Committee as provided for by the Act. 
The Arizona Company was a company 
of Scotch domicile. He knew nothing 
about it or its directors. It had had a 
very chequered career, but it was now 
getting into smooth waters, and was 
much more prosperous. It had found 


that it had outgrown its original memo- | 


holders demanded, and which would 
|have left the question of this issue of 
shares open to challenge in a court of law. 
Those petitioning shareholders had since 
this hearing commenced an action in the 
Court of Session, and he could not see who 
could go into this question except a court 
of law. It would be an extremely strong 
measure on the part of this House to 
interfere and pass an absolute indemnity 
without knowing anything about the 
merits, for that indemnity clause would 
make subsequent investigation by a 
court of law impossible. In asking fora 
second hearing he was merely asking the 
House to carry out the provisions which 
it laid down for the conduct of these 
matters in the Act of 1899. Objection 
was taken that the local hearing should 
be final, but in the discussion on the Bill 
the Lord Advocate had clearly pointed 
out that upon unopposed orders there 
| was to be no second inquiry in London, 
| but that upon opposed orders there 
should always be the possibility of an 
opponent coming to this House. Of 
| course the opponent had to run the risk 
of the costs if he were unsuccessful. 


| Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.} 


seconded. 


randum and articles, and, by general | 


consent of the shareholders, it sought to | 


put the matter straight by Parliamentary 
powers. Being a Scotch company, it had 
to present a petition to the Secretary for 
Scotland for a Provisional Order. 
under the terms of the Act, an inquiry 
was held in Edinburgh. One provision 
which was strongly opposed by certain 
of the shareholders was a general indem- 
nity for the directors for all their acts in 
the past, so as to make a clean slate for 
them. There was a certain transaction 
which took place many years ago, and 
which was challenged, by which 10,000 
shares of £5 each were issued to certain 
gentlemen as fully paid up, when, in fact, 
no cash was paid. Petitioning share- 
holders said this was improperly done, 


Mr. Parker Smith. 


Then, | 


Motion made, and Question propesed, 
|‘ That the Bill be referred to a Joint 
‘Committee of Lords and Commons.” 
/—(Mr. Parker Smith.) 
| 

Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) said that he desired to meet the 
motion with a direct negative. The 
House had substantially devolved its 
| Pareto Bill business to local committees 
| of inquiry, and he read with dismay the 
| 





statement made by the Lord Advocate 
the other night that he would heartily 
support the motion of his hon. friend 
| that an appeal to a tribunal of this House 
| should be allowed in these cases. That 
| statement contained the minimum of 
| comfort _with the maximum of in- 
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accuracy. He had read the speech of 
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/merits of the questions raised in them. 


the Lord Advocate on Tuesday with 


dismay, and he ventured to say that it 
contained the minimum of comfort to 
the Scottish people and the maximum 
of inaccuracy. The Lord Advocate cited 


certain utterances of Members of the) 


House, and he said that they expressed 
the views of Members of the House when 
the Act passed through Parliament. 
Nothing of the kind. There were no 
utterances in the House of Commons 
with regard to the law as it now stood. 
The law was the result of a compromise 
in the House of Lords. When the com- 
promise was arrived at in the House of 
Lords on the 27th July, 1899, Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh said— 

“While I could not myself view with 
acceptance or favour the doing away with 
the second inquiry altogether, I am quite 
willing to consider proposals that may be made 
for the purpose of preventing such an absolute 
power being placed in the hands of those who, 
having had one inquiry, wish to repeat it 
over again before another tribunal.”’ 


He wished to ask why the Government 
had now taken up such a different line. 
He should like to say that up to the 
present the Act had been a conspicuous 
success in Scotland. The proceedings had 
worked well, and the public in Scotland 
were satisfied with it; but if the present 
proposal were carried all that would be 
substantially undone, and he felt bound 
to enter a prompt and emphatic protest 
against such a suicidal course. The 
Bill before the House had been affirmed 


by the two Chairmen of the Houses of | 


Parliament to bea Bill of no great magni- 
tude, of no great public importance, and 
a Bill which involved no question of 
public policy. It had been inquired into 


locally by a joint Committee of the two | 
Houses, and the House knew perfectly 
well that.if the two Houses had again to | 


select a powerful and influential Com- 
mittee, that joint Committee would 
be exactly the Committee to be chosen. 


Why, therefore, should one little clause | 


He did not find that there was any sug- 
gestion that the matter was not argued 
to the full before the Committee of the 
two Houses in Scotland, and no new fact 
was now before the House. If the prin- 
ciple of the motion were affirmed, they 
would be in a worse position than they 
were before. Under the old system 
there was an appeal from a Committee 
of one House to the Committee of the 
other, but now it was proposed to have 
an appeal from the Committee of both 
Houses to another Committee of both 
Houses. He wanted to be loyal to the 
Act. Clause 9 of the Act did not give 
any absolute right of appeal. There 
was a clause in the original Bill to the 
effect that a Bill should, if notice were 
given, be again referred ‘to a joint Com- 
mittee. They protested against that on 
the ground that it was a senseless pro- 
posal, and on the 20th of June he himself 
moved its rejection. There was an 
interesting debate, and, of course, the 
Scottish Members were swamped by the 
English Members, nine out of every ten 
of whom had not heard the debate at all. 
Thirteen Scottish Members voted in 
favour of a re-hearing and thirty-one 
against. On the 4th July he again 
moved’ the exclusion of the clause on 
Report, and the result was that thirty- 
six Seottish: Members voted in favour of 
the exclusion of the clause, and only nine 
were found 'to support it. Then the Bill 
went to the: House of Lords. It was 
absolutely and unmistakeably clear that 
Scotland wished the local inquiry to be a 
final inquiry, and a compromise was 
arrived at in the House of Lords by which 
it was provided that good cause should 
be shown before there should be a re- 
hearing. The meaning of this day’s 
proceedings was that the Government 
were not loyal to the compromise arrived 
at in the House of Lords. They were 
supporting the reaffirmation of a prin- 


_ciple which was emphatically rejected by 


of one little Bill be again put to the’ 
hazard by the proposal of the hon. Gentle- | 


man? There was no need to talk about 
the merits of the Bill; he wanted to 


destroy at once what would be a very 


bad system. He had read certain peti- 
tions presented against the Bill, but he 
positively declined to enter into the 


four votes to one of the Scottish Members. 
That was not fair to Scotland ; it was not 
fair to the House, and was not loyal to the 


actual provision in the Act. Therefore 
he protested against it. The Act pro- 
vided many precautions. The two 


Chairmen of the Houses of Parliament 
should decide whether a Bill was a big 
Bill or only an insignificant measure- 
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That was done, as he maintained, very 
Seven important Bills from | ground had been shown for such an 


drastically. 


Scotland had been cut out from the appeal. 


benefits of the Act, by the Chairmen. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
appears to me undesirable, and indeed 
out of order, to criticise the action of the | 
two Chairmen of Committees. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said it was not | 
his intention to criticise their conduct. | 
It was merely an argument as to why | 
a new Committee should be appointed. | 
He found in the list of excluded Bills 
three great Scottish Railway Bills. The 
difference between the two classes of 
Bills was that the large Bills had to go 
before two Committees, and if there was 
any principle of that kind the result 
would be to give a better procedure for 
the larger Bills, but the little Bills would | 
be worse off. There would have to be) 


‘two Committees sitting twice, and what | 


would be the proceedings of Committee 
No. 1 if they had to be revised by Com- 
mittee No.2? Neither trouble, expense, 
nor harassment would be saved. The 
proposal as to costs was ridiculous. 
What was required was to protect the 
little litigant from the large, overbearing 
litigant, who did not care what cost he 
was put to if he got his desire ; the pro- 
posal struck out all the benefits of the 
measure in those particular cases. He 
objected to the way in which the Govern- 
ment treated their own offspring. The 
Bill having once seen the light was going 
to receive its death blow at the hands of 
the Lord Advocate. He desired the 
House to make this new departure on 
different grounds ; he asked them to say 


exposed by the petitioner or some gross 
blunder committed by the Commissioners 


or some error proved, before such a thing | 


was allowed. Unless some common- 


sense rule was laid down of that kind the | 


Act passed two years ago would be of no 
use whatever. 
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| in this case he submitted insufficient 
The only reason for recon. 
stituting a fresh Committee would be, 
| firstly, that the Commissioners had 
| committed a mistake of procedure—no 
| | such allegation had been made ; secondly, 
that some new facts had come to light 
| which were worthy of the consideration 
of this House—and that was not sug- 
| gested. The hon. Member for Partick 
| had not explained to the House how 
| this small indemnity clause arose. That 
compromise happened in go The sum 
under discussion was not £50,000, the 
| £50,000 was only the nominal value of 
shares w hich in 1884 represented a cash 
'sum of £6,000. Anaction for £220,000 
had been entered recently with respect 
tothis amount. In 1884 the shares were 
worth £6,000; at that time the com- 
pany was in low water, and the shares 
worth about 12s., but could anybody 
| say that a claim worth £6,000 in 1884 
was worth £220,000 now? The claim 
'had been before the courts, and al- 
| ready in 1898 it was in the hands of an 
| agent who was no stranger to the fortunes 


| q . . 
|of the company, and who, in fact, was 


a director. When the indemnity clause 
was put into the Provisional Order it 
was only by the goodwill of the Com- 
missioners that this gentleman was 
allowed to bring in his claim; he ex- 
hausted his case before the Commis- 
sioners, and ran dry in the sands of 
argument ; he absolutely failed to sub- 
stantiate his objection. The House was 
now asked to grant a rehearing. He 
appealed to the Lord Advocate under the 
circumstances to leave the decision to 
the House and allow them to use their 


i |/common sense on this matter. 
that there must be either some new facts | 


The LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) said he 
could not disguise from himself the fact 
that this was a matter for the decision 
of the House alone, and all he sought 
to do was to impress upon the House, 


| first of all, what it did when it passed 


|this particular section of the Private 


*Mr. J. E. 


A right had been created under the 
Act, of an appeal by an opponent of a 
Provisional Order to this House, but 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


GORDON (Elgin and} 
Nairn) said he hoped the matter would | 
be treated without any party prejudice. | 


‘of procedure, 
/not be led away by the fact that this 


Legislation Procedure Bill, and, secondly, 
what would be the consequences of its 
decision one way or the other. The 
point they had to deal with was a point 
and the House should 
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Bill was of a particular class. 
reason of the Bill was that the company 
was domiciled in Scotland, and, like 
many other companies, it had entered 
into proceedings which were afterwards 
found to have been irregular; in the 
meantime there had been immense 
transfers of share interests, and the pro- 
prietary interests in the company had 
been largely altered. The company came 
to the conclusion that it could not sur- 
mount its difficulties without Parlia- 
mentary powers, and the reason it had 
to go to Scotland for its private Bill was 
that the company was registered in 
Scotland. He was absolutely at one 
with the promoters that the Bill should 
be passed, but he disagreed with them 
as to the merits of this particular clause ; 
it was, however, inquired into by the 
Commissioners, who decided that the 
clause should stand, and the last thing 
that he should attempt to do was to 
go behind the decision of the Com- 
missioners. But persons who were 
affected by the decision of a Committee 
were not always satisfied, and the ques- 
tion for the House to decide was what 
was the position of a gentleman whose 
case has been heard by a tribunal and 
who was not satisfied and who appealed 
to the House of Commons? He would 
remind the House that the original 
scheme of private Bill legislation pro- 
cedure was by way of Provisional Order, 
and it was afterwards to be decided 
by the Chairman of Committees which 
Bills were to be proceeded with by way 
of private Bill, and which by Provisional 
Order ; after that the Provisional Orders 
were to have local inquiries. It was at 
first intended that those inquiries should 
be made byextra-Parliamentary tribunals, 
but that was subsequently altered, and 
the tribunals were to be composed of 
Members of Parliament, the number if 
necessary to be augmented by extra- 
Parliamentary members. Anyone who 
was dissatisfied with the action of the 
Commissioners at a local inquiry was 
to be allowed to lodge a petition with 
the Secretary for Scotland and come 
up to this House. There was to be 
in every case a confirming Bill, just as 
there had been under the old system, 
and as soon as the machinery of a con- 
firming Bill was introduced it became 
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The {inquiry leading to a possible second 


inquiry should be taken in this House, 
and it was necessary that a motion 
should be made in the House in order 
that the matter should be taken before 
another tribunal. It was afterwards 


suggested that, having an extra-Par- 


liamentary Commission, it would be as 
well to do away with appeals altogether. 


‘There were cross currents of feeling in 


all these matters, and an Amendment 
to that effect was defeated, and a pro- 
vision was embodied in the Private 
Bill Procedure (Scotland) Act to the 
effect that a person who appeared before 
a local tribunal and was not satisfied 


‘should have a right to go to another 


tribunal. The words of the Act were 
these— 


“‘If, before the expiration of seven days~ 
after the Second Reading of a Confirmation 
Bill, under the immediately preceding section, 
in the House in which it originates, a petition 
be presented against any Order comprised in 
the Bill, and if, upon motion made, either. 
House do resolve that it is expedient to inquire: 
into the propriety of assenting to the prayer 
of the said petition, the Bill shall, subject to - 
the Standing Orders, be referred to a Joint 
Committee of both Houses of Parliament. 
Therefore, they were in the same posi- 
tion as an unopposed Bill in that case. 
It must not be supposed that he was 
standing here arguing that the House 
had not perfect power to refuse this 
motion. He absolutely conceded that. 
The point for the House really to deter- 
mine was on which side the onus should 
lie. Was the true meaning, looking to 
the history of the Bill, that a gentleman 
who wished to appeal to the Joint Com- 
mittee must come here and must, 
through the mouth of some hon.. 
Member, perhaps, show to the House 
that he had got what might he called a 
proper case upon the merits to be 
referred, or was it the other way ! 
He could not help thinking that the true 
intention of the House was to alter 
the meaning, and he did not think that 
there was anything more emblematical of 
that than the course which the hon. 
Member for the Border Burghs had taken. 
If he had said that no man had a right 
to have a second inquiry opened, and if 
he had gone into the merits of that, 
that could have been understood. The 


‘hon. Member for the Border Burghs 


obvious that every step from the first 


said that he pronounced no opinion 
upon this whatsoever; for aught he 
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knew it might be the most crucial case 
for an appeal. 


Arizona Copper Uo, Ltd. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: Perhaps my 
right hon. friend will allow me to say that 
| have read the petition through, and I 


did not see any new facts which were not | 


tully considered by the Committee. Hav- 
ing done that, I decline to alter what the 
Committee of both Houses has’ decided 
upon. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY asked 
whether there could be any appeal when 
there were no fresh facts. According to 


the forms of the House, the only pro- |, 


cedure was by motion. As the hon. 
Member knew very well, no stage could 
be got here without going through the 
forms of the House. Therefore he was 
doing the hon. Member for the Border 
Burghs no injustice, but was merely 
quoting his own speech in which he 
said he conspicuously declined to go 
into the merits of this question. 

The first view the right hon. Gentleman 
sought to impress upon the House was 
that, inasmuch as the House had come 
to the conclusion, rightly or wrongly, 
that there should be an appeal from 
the tribunal below, that appeal ought 
to be given as an ordinary right, unless 
somebody was in the position of being 
able to say that it was a case which ought 
to have been debated on appeal. He 
hoped he had made himself clear upon 
this point. Then he asked the attention 
of the House to another matter. What 
would the practical effect in this House 
be of taking either the one view or the 
other? As to the end they all had in 
view. he thought there was no disagree- 
ment. Their view was that the House 
should not be saddled with discussions 
upon these matters. The view taken 
by the hon. Member for the Border 
Burghs would, he thought, excite far 
more discussion. They had only got. to 
deal with the man who was dissatisfied. 
and who had been beaten down below. 
The man who was dissatisfied would 
always feel that he had a prima facie 
case, and it was not too much to suppose 
that if he thought that, he would be able 
to find some hon. Member of the House 
to voice his case for him. The hon. Mem- 
ber says he had read this statement from 
cover to cover, and he did not see why 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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there should be a second appeal into the 
| merits of the case. In every case there 
‘must be a discussion upon the merits. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition said practically as 
regards this question, that if the 
procedure was to be to go toa 
tribunal below, and then to a tribunal] 
above, it would have been far better to 
have had the old system. The right 
hon. Gentleman could not have said that 
if he had had the figures regarding our 
experience this very year. This year 
there were thirty-one Provisional Orders 
deposited at the Secretary for 
Scotland’s office. Of these six and a 
portion of the seventh were by the 
decision of the Chancellor kept from 
Parliament. That left twenty-five and 
a portion of the twenty-sixth to come 
under the new procedures. Of these 
twenty-six no less than twenty-three 
were withdrawn. One had been re- 
fused by the Committee, and eleven, 
including that one, had been inquired 
into locally. Four of them had been 
read a third time in both Houses without 
further inquiry, and one-fifth of them 
had passed the stage in which an inquiry 
was impossible. A second inquiry was 
possible in five other cases, but there was 
no probability of any further action being 
taken. Therefore it practically came 
to this, that, out of the whole twenty-six 
cases disposed of, there had only been one 
appeal. That surely contrasted favour- 
ably with what would have happened 
under the old system, where in every 
case there would have been an appeal to 
the second House. They had not lost 
sight of the fact that appealing was ; 
very grave matter, for they particularly 
put in, with the assent of the House, a 
clause as to costs, which was very much 
more stringent than anything which 
had so far obtained in Parliamentary 
practice Hon. Members were perfectly 
well aware that, according to the rules 
of the House, costs could not be given 
against an opponent, unless he had 
been somewhat vexatious. The clause 
they had put in was one which would 
be a safeguard against appeals being 
taken upon frivolous pretexts. That 
was the whole matter. He agreed entirely 
that’ it was a matter for the House and 
not for the Government, and he hoped the 
House would pause before it decided in 
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the hon. Member for the Border Burghs. 
He believed that if the decision of the 
House was in accordance with what the 
hon. Member for the Border Burghs 
asked, the result would be what the 
House wished to avoid—namely, these 


discussions would come on at the time of | 


private business in order to see whether a 


Bill had been sent upstairs or not. After | 


all.a member of the public wouldonly enjoy 
something analogous to the old right he 
had, which was the right to appeal to the 
second House when he was dissatisfied 
with the decision of the lower tribunal. 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- 


nan and Kinross) said that as one 
of the Committee there was one 
point which had not been brought 


before the notice of the House, and that 
was that the petitioner who objected to 
the proceedings here now had no locus 
standi before the Committee, but the 
matter was considered fully by the Com- 
mittee who gave him a locus standt. 
The case was fully and ably argued 


by counsel, so that the Committee had | 


the whole circumstances of the case 
before them in dealing with it. He 
thought it was right to bring that fact 
to the notice of the House. 
well understand that if the petitioner 
had not been heard he would have 
had a right to come to Parliament 
and ask, in justice, that his case should 
be gone into. The hon. Member for 
Elgin and Nairn had so fully stated the 
facts that it was not necessary that he 
(Mr. Wason) should state more than 
that the Committee were absolutely 
unanimous, and,° as had been well 
pointed out, no fresh facts had been 
brought forward which were not before 
the Committee that had already adjudi- 
cated on the matter. He thought also 
the House ought to be reminded of 
the sea of litigation in which the Arizona 


Copper Company had been concerned. | 


The case in dispute went back to 1884. 
He did not suppose that many of the 
parties to the dispute were alive at the 
present time. It would be a case of 
going against the trustees and executors 
of deceased people, and the Committee 
thought it would be unfair and unjust, 
after this long lapse of time, that the 
proceedings should be gone into again. 
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the way it had been asked to decide by | There was a special point which had 
' been mentioned by the hon. Member 


He could 
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opposite that he would like to emphasise, 


‘and that was this—the petitioner told 


them that he was a shareholder from 
1882, and had continued so without any 
break-down to the present time, and 
that he had attended all the meetings of 
the company. He was present at the 
meeting at which this very agreement 
was read, of which he now complained, 
and from that day down to the present 
time he had never lifted his finger in the 
matter. The company had got some 
advantage under the agreement then 
entered into in respect to the deferred 
shares, and it would be wrong that any 
person should have the right to appro- 
bate and reprobate the agreement 
entered into. A memorandum had been 
sent round the Members of this House 
which was an extraordinarily mislead- 
ing document from first to last. There 
was no better-known principle of law 
than that it was the interest of the State 
to put an end to strife and litigation. 
This litigation had continued too long, 
and now that the company was in smooth 
water he hoped the House would not 
lightly reopen the matter. It had been 
thoroughly gone into by a special Com- 
mittee, and unless good cause was shown 
the House should not grant the petition. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) said he thought a great reform 
was effected in connection with private 
Bill business when the Private Bill Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act was passed, and 
he should like to see the same principle 
applied not only to Ireland but to Eng- 
land. But if the doctrine of the Lord 
Advocate was accepted he thought a 
fatal blow would be struck at the working 
of this system of devolution. The right 


‘hon. Gentleman’s argument was that 


wherever a party who had appeared 
before a Committee was dissatisfied he 
was entitled as a matter of course to come 
|to this House and get an appeal to 
‘another tribunal. The facts were simply 
ithese. A joint Committee of both 
| Houses had unanimously decided upon 
|the facts and merits of this case. Sup 
| posing that were done in connection 
with an ordinary Bill, would the House 
entertain a proposal on the facts of 
this case for recommitting the Bill 
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to another tribunal composed of Mem- 
bers of this and the other House? It 
was not an appeal from an inferior to a 
superior authority that was asked. It 
was an appeal to the same authority— 
to another Joint Committee composed 
of different men. What they did in 
1899 was to maintain the practical 


{COMMONS} 
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Commons at its best. How is that end 
to be attained? I confess the question 
is not easy of solution. The right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down and 
others who have spoken seem to think 
that it is perfectly clear that the best 
way of avoiding debates in this House 
is to say that there should be a good 





supremacy of Parliament, and _ they | prima facie case made out in favour of the 
provided that in a case where it could | appellant, and that there can only be an 
be shown that an injustice had been done | appeal when cause is shown. I am not 
Parliament should have power to direct /sure that that is the way to avoid debates 
recommital. It was not, however, to be! in this House. If we take the opposite 
a matter of right for a petitioner to have | view, and say that unless there is a very 
another Joint Committee of both Houses | strong case against appeal the appellant 
appointed to try the case again because | should go forward, it would probably 
the decision had not been satisfactory to | avoid debate, or, at all events, there is a 
him. He did not consider that was | good deal to be said for the view that it 
contemplated, but the practical effect of | would avoid debate, because under the 
what was proposed would be to upset | Act there isa heavy penalty impcesed upon 
this most beneficial mode of procedure, a person who makes a frivolous apyeal. 
which, as the Lord Advocate had shown. | I do not believe that the number of these 
had worked most satisfactorily in all | appeals would be great. I really think 
the Scotch cases which had come before | that unless there is a very strong prima 
the Committee. He was glad the right | facie case such an appellant would have 
hon. Gentleman had stated in unmis- | very summary treatment from the Joint 
takable terms that this was an open | Committee, and if the Committee agreed, 
question to be decided by the House, and | as they probably would, with the local 
that it was not to have any element of | Commission, the appellant would be 
partyinit. Inthe interest of the success-| muleted in heavy costs. Although it 
ful working of this mode of procedure} might throw a little more trouble upon 
they should adhere to the decision the| the Joint Committee, it would probably 
Committee had already come to. relieve this House of a great many debates 
; | on the question whether or not sufficient 
Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREA-| cause had been shown for an appeal. | 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | do not believe that it is possible, without 
E.): My right hon. friend the Lord. further experience, to decide really 
Advocate has quite properly stated that which line of action would work best. 
this was a question for the House to! 1 certainly do not think that the case is 
determine, and what are the principles | as clear as the right hon. Gentleman the 
upon which the House ought to deter- | Member for East Wolverhampton appears 
mine it? We are all agreed, as I under- | to think. We areall agreedas to what we 
stand. that in so far as it is possible there | want. We are all agreed as to the end to 
should be devolution of this private Bill| be achieved. We are largely agreed as 
legislation to the locality. We are also|to the machinery by which it should be 
all agreed that in the last resort this| attained, but the one point on which 
House must keep its grip upon the) there is a difference of opinion must be 
private Bill legislation, whether it be| decided by hon. Members, who have 
for Scotland or for Ireland or other parts | quite as much means at their disposal for 
of the United Kingdom. I believe | coming to that decision as the Govern- 
we are agreed upon a third point, namely, | ment can have. Personally, I shall vote 
thatj the system ought to be worked| with my right hon. friend the Lord 
so as to give as little trouble to this| Advocate, but | admit that the case is one 
House as possible. One of the things|of great difficulty, which should be left 
we chiefly want to avoid is these debates | to the House itself to decide. 
at the time of private Bill business, 
which waste a great deal of very valuable} *Mr. BLAKE (Longford, S.) said the 
time, and do not always show the House of | main moving cause for the passing of the 





Sir Henry Fowler, 
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Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Act ' 
was to procure cheapness and finality | 
in dealing with these measures. The | 
demand from Scotland was based on the 


‘ ground of the expense and protraction of | 


the proceedings under the former system. | 
There was also another object which 
Parliament tried to meet, and that was 
devolution. The proposal of the Bill 
originally was that the trial should take 
place before an  extra-Parliamentary 
panel, so that members of this House 
might be relieved from their labours as 
members of Private Bill Committees. 
That was embodied in the Bill when it 
went to the Committee to which it was 
referred, but the members of this House 
were disinclined to part with their 
power of adjudicating through Par- 
liamentary Committees; and although, 
as the Lord Advocate had said, the 
Act contained the useful power of 
filling up the tribunal from an extra- 
Parliamentary panel, yet the wish of both 
Houses was that the tribunal should be 
a Parliamentary one. The result was 
that instead of relieving Members their 
burden was increased, for they had to 
go to Scotland instead of the parties 
coming to Westminster. The gains 
were the cheapness of one single trial 
before a Joint Committee sitting on the 
spot over two trials by two Committees 
sitting at Westminster. He had heard 
suggestions made with reference to 
appeals from the Committee outside and 
the Committee below to the Committee 
above, but he did not understand this 
language. The Committee in this case was 
a Committee such as they had had some 
experience of in late years in reference 
to peculiarly complicated and difficult 
Bills, in which the sense of both Houses 
of Parliament was that they were best 
disposed of by the formation of a Joint 
Committee of both Houses. Andin such 
a Committee, so constituted, he thought 
a higher degree of representation and 
efficiency was likely to be attained 
than would be in the ordinary Private 
Bill Committee. Not a lower but 


‘a higher degree of representation was 


attained, and knowing something of the 
principle of action and the care which 
was taken with reference to the 
formation of Private Bill Committees 


by the Committee of Selection, he 


would say that, the Committee, anxious 


VOL. XCV. 
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always to get the best Committee it 
could, exercised, and, he believed, rightly, 
peculiar care in the effort to make the 
panel up of the best possible material 
tor the trial of those new Bills. He 
had no doubt the House of Lords did 


(the same thing, and, therefore, they 


had the best that could be done in the 
way of the formation of the tribunal. 
He wanted to know if, instead of this 
Joint Committee which had been formed 


_under the operation of this Act, it had 


been formed by the resolution of both 
Houses of Parliament with reference to 
some special highly complicated ques- 
tion, they would have heard the 
suggestions, except for the gravest 
possible cause, not merely alleged, 
but established here, to set up a@ 
new Joint Committee? He held that 
the suggestions made from the Benches 
opposite were not merely opposed to 
the letter but also to the spirit of the 
Act of Parliament, and that they would 
be destructive in effect of what was the 
intention of the Act of Parliament. They 
had practically lost already in the course 
of the passage of the Bill so much of 
devolution as would have relieved the 
Members of this House from acting. 
They gained in recompense for that loss 
the fact that the Committee was of the 
same order and quality, chosen with 
the utmost care, to which they were 
accustomed to give reverential respect. 
There was no ground at all for the pro- 
posal which had been made. It would 
be destructive of the larger part of the 
advantages of this Act that, as a matter 
of course. there should be a new refer- 
ence, because one of the parties to 
the trial simply was dissatisfied. The 
defeated party was always dissatisfied. 
Let him, to use the French proverb, 
have license to curse his judges, but no 
absolute right to appeal. Parliament de- 
cided to deal with this reform with 
especial regard to the questionof economy. 
Large and important questions in which 
it might be supposed that the litigants 
on either side had a full purse, and in 
which great interests were to be deter- 
mined, were left to the old and cumber- 
some machinery of Parliamentary Com- 
mittees. This Act was a poor man’s 
Act, in which economy was of great 
consequence ; and he said deliberately 
that in those classes of cases there was 
K 
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great mischief done by appeals. Better | 
occasionally have an erroneous decision 
than have an appeal in which lawyers 
get the oyster and litigants the shell. 
If there was indicated prima facie that 
so serious an injustice had been done as 
to justify that that evil of a new trial 
shall be admitted—for evil it was to 
have another trial — Parliament had | 
power to interfere. He did not agree 
with the view of the Member for the 
Border Burghs that Parliament ought to 
interfere only in case of new facts. No. 
Occasion might arise—grave occasion— 
for interference in case of miscarriage of 
justice, or mistake of policy, on the facts 
before the Committee. He left Parlia- 
ment as the Act left it, full power, but 
to be exercised only for grave 
cause shown, He was quite sure 
that ought to be the general impression, 
unless the House was seduced by the 
argument of the Leader of the House 
and of the Lord Advocate with reference 
to the saving of its time. It was sug- 
gested that they must do this thing 
in order to avoid debate. That con- 
tention was abandoned now. It was 
acknowledged there might be debate, 
and the question was upon what the 
issue was to be. Was it on a simple 
allegation that A or B was dissatisfied 
and wanted a new trial? Did they 
suppose it was only the disappointed 
litigant they could dissatisfy? They 
would dissatisfy the successful one by 
the course proposed. If they told 
him they were going to allow the 
case to be tried all over again, he 
would come here and say the unanimous 
verdict of the Committee was publicly 
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attacked, and he would ask leave 
to defend the verdict, and enquire 
whether they were going, because 


A or B said he was dissatisfied, to 
put him to the expense and trouble 
to come to London and have another 
trial before both Houses of Parliament. 
Of course, they would have debate in 
support and in opposition to the motion. 
Let not this House inflict by such a 
suggestion as was now made a great and 
permanent evil. Let it not destroy 
to a large extent the efficiency and use- 
fulness of this Private Legislation Act, 
even if by adopting that course they would 
save a little time and trouble. They 
would not in faith save time or trouble. | 


Mr. Blake. 
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But anyway their first duty was to be just. 
It was to relieve the peoplein a distant part 
of one of these islands from an intolerable 
injustice that they passed this Bill; 
and let them not now on a ground that 
was fallacious destroy that relief and 
renew and aggravate the injustice. 


Sir WALTER THORBURN (Peebles 
and Selkirk) said there had been no 
attempt to show fault on the part of the 
Committee, and therefore it was a great 
misfortune that the motion had been 
proposed. He believed the Committee 
was one of the most competent that 
could have been appointed to deal with 
the Bill. He could state from personal 
knowledge that the decisions of the Com- 
mittee had given the greatest satisfaction 
to all parties. He was very glad that 
the Government had intimated that this 
was not a Government question, and 
that the House was left to decide. He 
felt perfectly sure that the common 
sense of the House would decide that this 
appeal should not be granted. He was 
not a shareholder in the company, and 
he had no interest in the matter beyond 
the proper working of the new Act. He 
felt sure that if the appeal was allowed 
it would have a most disastrous effect 
on the working of the Act, and would 
give rise to most unmitigated complaint 
throughout Scotland. Something had 
been said about the waste of time in the 
House through discussions on private 
Bills. He believed that. if the House em- 
phatically rejected this appeal, in future 
appellants would think twice before they 
did likewise. He thought no_ better 
means could be adopted for stopping 
vexatious appeals than to record the 
verdict of the House against this appeal. 


~ Mr. RENSHAW said he regarded the 
right of appeal as one of the most im- 
portant features of the Act. He believed 
that a greater blow would be struck 
at the new private Bill procedure for 
Scotland by the House refusing to 
admit the appeal than by admitting it, 
Very likely the rehearing would be 
adverse to the appellant, and he could 
not imagine anything more useful to 
the future progress of private Bill 
legislation in Scotland than that the 


first application for a re-hearing should 


be granted. He must support the pro- 
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posal that the Bill should be referred to | Committee expected would invariably be 
another Committee, but he regretted | sent to Scotland at all. Although the 
that such an important question as that | company might be domiciled in Scotland, 
of devolution should have been raised in | the shareholders might be resident in 
connection with the matter now before} England or Wales, or even abroad, and 
the House. |even the property of the company was 
{situated in another country. The only 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, | possible doubt in his mind was whether 
W.) said he would ask the House to|an injustice might not be done to, for 
pause before committing itself to a | instance, the shareholders of the com- 
motion which would have the effect of | pany, who owing to the proceedings 
absolutely destroying the Private Bill; taking place in Edinburgh might not 
Procedure (Scotland) Act which was | have received the necessary notices. He 
passed with so much care two years ago. was, however, inclined to stop the 
Nothing would be more adverse to the proceeding on the Bill at that stage. 
working of the Act than that the decision 
of the Committee, which was come to Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that 
after careful inquiry, should be over-| what had occurred to-day had fully 
turned in this House, perhaps on a justified his action in calling attention to 
snatch division. The hon. Member for | this Bill. The subject before the House 
Partick had given no reason whatever | was of more importance than many 
for the faith that was in him, and the matters which engaged the attention of 
5 
Lord Advocate had brought forward the Parliament. His chief object in rising 
most extraordinary plea he had ever | at all, after such an exhaustive discussion, 
heardfin this House, that the proceedings | was to explain the ground why, while 
of a Committee of both Houses of Par- | agreeing thoroughly with hon. Members 
liament could be overturned at the in-| for Scotland, he was unable to vote with 
stance of a cantankerous and wealthy! them. He was of opinion that Bills 
litigant. He believed that the granting | such as that before the House ought not 
of the appeal, instead of lessening con- to be decided locally at all. Bills dealing 
fusion, would make ‘confusion worse | with the reconstruction of companies and 
confounded.” He was bound to say | Bills containing an omnibus clause of 
that the Act had worked a great deal indemnity for actions which might have 
better than he expected. They were! heen breaches of the Company laws 
very careful in this House not to interfere | should not be referred to local tribunals. 
with the proceedings of Committees [f the practice were to arise of sending 
upstairs, and he believed it was quite as such Bills to local tribunals to enable 
much their duty to respect the action and company promoters and directors to 
authority of this Committee in Scotland. evade and defy the Companies Acts, the 
door would be open to all kinds of abuses. 
*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, | It was on that ground, namely the nature 
Hallam) said he had great difficulty in | of the Bill, that he could not vote on the 
making up his mind how to vote on the | present motion. He might say that the 
very important question before the | discussion fully justified those Members 
House. He, as chairman of the Com-| of the Irish party who viewed with con- 
mittee which sat on the Private Bill} siderable doubt the proposal to extend 
Procedure (Scotland) Bill, took a very | the Scottish system of private Bill legis- 
strong view that where a_ tribunal! lation to Ireland. When he ventured 
consisting of Members of the two| to call attention to the matter the other 
Houses of Parliament had sat locally, | day, he was jumped upon by the Lord 
the House should not, without an ex-| Advocate, and was accused in one sen- 
tremely strong reason, interfere with the | tence of being in blank ignorance of the 





‘decision which had been arrived at. To/| provisions of the Act, and in the next of 


act otherwise would not be putting the | having taken an unduly active part ‘in 
Joint Committee in a proper position. | its discussion. These were inconsistent 
He was bound to say, from the evidence | charges, but neither of them was true. 
given to the Select Committee that that | The Irish Members, of necessity, took 
Bill was not the class of Bill which that | great interest in theworking of the Scotch 
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Private Bill Procedure Act, because they | DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 

werepromised or threatened with asimilar} Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 

system in their own country. The speech | taken on the Derby Corporation (Ex- 

of the Lord Advocate, in which he ex-! tension of Borough, ete.) Bill, 1877, be 

pressed his bitter disappointment at the| referred to the Committee on the Derby 

working of the Act, was a considerable | Corporation Bill of this session.—( Mr, 

justification for the action of the Irish | Caldwell.) 

Members in hesitating before going | 

blindly for the extension of the system to| ARDROSSAN GAS AND WATER ORDER 

Ireland. Whatever difficulties were ex- | CONFIRMATION BILL. 

perienced in working the system in Scot- | (Unper tHe Private Lecistation Procepver 

land, those difficulties would be increased (Scorranp) Act, 1899.] 

tenfold in Ireland, and the discussion; Read the third time, and passed. 

which had taken place had fully justified | 

the attitude of the Irish Members. |PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


| 
Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said) Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
that, while the debate had not altered his | visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
own opinion, still, the opinion of the | lie upon the Table. 
House was so obviously on one side that Bill, as amended, to be considered 
he would ask his hon. friend to withdraw | to-morrow. 
his motion. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
Mr. PARKER SMITH said that in| ORDERS (HOUSING OF THE WORK- 
view of the opinion of the House, he asked | ING CLASSES) BILL. 
leave to withdraw his motion. [‘“No,| Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
No.”’] visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Question put and negatived. ; ; 
ns P 5 Bill, as amended, to be considered 


Bill to be considered to-morrow. | to-morrow. 
7 . ‘ | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
CROMER WATER BILL. | ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

> oa. : ; , ee i 

Read the third time, and passed. | Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 


HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY AND | [ouOn’) Orcers confirmed] ; Report to 
MBE JOMMERCIAL RAILWAY AND |}; al 
DOCK BILL. lie upon the Table. 


King’s consent signified ; Bill read the | Bill, as amended, to be considered 

; : , | to-morrow. 
third time, and passed. 
“WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT (GAS 
LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW TRANSFER, ETC.) BILL. 

WORKS) BILL. : in 
peeks er , | GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
King’s consent signified ; Bill read the | 
SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. 


third time, and passed. 
| STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER’) DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND ELEC- 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- | TRICITY BOARD BILL. 
——— /ASPATRIA, SILLOTH, AND DISTRICT 
Read the third time, and passed. | WATER BiLL [Lords]. 
| Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY BILL. ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
As amended, considered ; an Amend-_ printed. 


ment made; Bill to be read the third | 
| NITRATE RAILWAYS COMPANY BILL 


* 
sage {Lords} 

LEEDS CORPORATION (GENERAL Reported, without Amendment; Re- 

POWERS) BILL [Lords]. port to lie upon the Table. and to be - 


Read a second time, and committed. | printed. 
! 
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OTLEY GAS BILL [Lords]. | attend in order to his being examined 
Reported, without Amendment ; Re-| as a witness before the Select Committee 


port to lie upon the Table, and to be! appointed by their Lordships in the 
printed. | present session of Parliament on the 


Bill to be read the third time. | Finchley and Hendon Tramways Bill 


SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [Lords _| 


Reported, with Amendments; Re- | 
port to lie upon the Table. | 


LONDON (CITY! SCHOOL FOR ORPHANS | 
OF FREEMEN BILL [Lords}. | 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- | 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be| 
printed. 
Bill to be read the third time. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
(CANADA DOCK WORKS, ETC.) BILL 
[Lords]. 

Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be, 
printed. | 


Bill to be read the third time. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD | 
BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments;  Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with an Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


COWES FERRY BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments;  Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


SUTTON-IN-ASHFIELD URBAN DISTRICT 
(WATER) BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with an Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


NEW SWINDON GAS BILL [Lordsj. | 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND GATES: | 
HEAD GAS BILL [Lords]. | 
Reported, with Amendments ; Re- | 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be) 


printed. | 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, FINCHLEY | 
AND HENDON TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. | 


The Lords request that this House | 


‘their Greenbank Cemetery ; 
|other purposes.’ 


[Lords]. 


Lords’ message considered. 


And Mr. James Bigwood, in his place, 
having consented, leave given. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint 
them therewith. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, Colwyn Bay 
and Colwyn Urban District Gas Bill ; 
Bury Corporation Tramways Bill ; Mid- 
land Railway Bill, with Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amendments 
to Alfreton Gas Bill [Lords]; Omagh 
Gas Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘An Act to authorise the mayor, alder- 
men, and burgesses of the borough of 
Bolton to construct additional tramways 
and to make street improvements, and 
to confer upon them further powers 
with respect to streets, buildings, sewers 
and drains, and the health, local govern- 
ment, and improvement of the borough ; 
to borrow additional moneys; and for 
other purposes.”” Bolton Corporation 


| Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
extend the limits of supply of the Wisbech 
Waterworks Company, and to confer 


‘further powers upon that company.” 


Wisbech Water Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘An Act to 
empower the mayor, aldermen, and 
burgesses of the city of Bristol to enlarge 
and for 
Bristol Corporation 
Cemetery Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act te 
dissolve the Harpenden Gas Light and 
Coke Company, Limited, and to in 
corporate and confer powers upon the 
Harpenden District Gas Company ; and 
for other purposes.” Harpenden District 
Gas Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act te 
empower the Corporation of Barrow-in- 





will be pleased to give leave to Mr. James | Furness to make additional waterworks, 
Bigwood, a Member of this House, to| to make certain street works, and to make 
| 
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better provision for the health, local PETITIONS. 
government, and improvement of the 
borough ; and for other purposes. | 


— : ‘ . E ILL. 
Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill a - es “ ; 
Petition from Farnham, in favour ; to 


Lords]. 
; , ‘lie upon the Table. 
Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for | 
incorporating and conferring powers | EDUCATION BILL 


, . ~ ive 5] | ° ° 
gee the Manchester and Liverpool | Petition from Coseley, against ; to lie 
Electric Express Railway Company.” | a : 

rine . *. | upon the Table. 
Manchester and Liverpool Electric 
Express Railway Bill [Lords]. | EDUCATION (YOUNG CHILDREN 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to em- | 7 ae ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND) 


ower the Corporation of Dover to make | a ie : 
sieeaie new alone ; to lay down a tram- | Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; 
way ; and to confer further powers on | to lie upon the Table. 
the Corporation in regard to the health, | 4 
local government, and improvement of HOSPITALS a FROM RATES) 
the borough ; and for other purposes.” | : 


8 ; : etiti <irkcaldy, in fav 5 
Dover Corporation Bill [Lords], Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; to 


lie upon the Table. 

And also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to | 
empower the Heywood and Middleton, LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
Water Board to construct additional (1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 
waterworks, to repeal and amend enact-, Petition from Scotland, against ; to lie 
ments relating to the water undertaking upon the Table. 
of the Board ; and for other purposes.” | 

Heywood and Middleton Water Board LICENSING ACTS AMEN DMENT (SCOT- 

Bill [Lords]. LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; to 

BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. lie upon the Table. 


WISBECH WATER BILL [Lords | LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 


BRISTOL CORPORATION CEMETERY LAND) BILL. 
BILL [Lords]. Petition from Kirkealdy, in favour ; to 
HARPENDEN DISTRICT GAS BILL _ lie upon the Table. 
[Lords]. 


BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION | POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOT- 
BILL [Lords]. | LAND) , BILL. 
MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC.|_ Petition from Kirkcaldy, against ; to 

TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. lie upon the Table. 


DOVER CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. | 
ce A POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNU- 
_. hr MIDDLETON WATER | ATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
i d a aaa _ Petition from Kirkcaldy, against ; to 
Read the first time ; and referred to} Jie upon the Table. ; 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private | 


Bills. /-ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
| IRELAND. 
NAVAL WORKS PROVISIONAL ORDER) Petition from Montrose, against esta- 
BILL | blishment ; to lie upon the Table. 


_Ordered, That the Admiralty be at | 
liberty to attend by Counsel and Agent | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


before the Committee on the Naval | SUNDAY BILL. 
Works Provisional Order Bill.—(Mr. | Petitions in favour, from Bradford =. 
Pretyman.) }and Nuneaton ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON| UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
SUNDAY =. AND SALE OF INTOXI-| CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE). 
Y ‘f J IN : 
a CES fC CHILES | Copy presented, of Statutes made by 
dite tues Caedioe ta Sevens: t |the Governing Body of Trinity Hall, 
i eases thie “Eula Rican acne alae Nata | Cambridge, on 31st January, 1901, and 
adh ; | sealed on 21st February, 1901, amending 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | Statutes PV es ee XIIT., and XVII. 
CHILDREN BILL. | of the Statutes of the College [by Act] ; 


ane oe | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
~ ; ; : | [ No. 208.] 


ford (Yorks.) ; Crewe ; and Manchester 

and Salford ; to lie upon the Table. | DoGs REGULATION (IRELAND) ACT, 
Petitions in favour, from Arbroath ; | 1865. 

Weymouth (two) ; Sleaford ; Wall Heath ;; Account presented, of the Receipts and 

Elham ; Liverpool ; Boro’ Green ; Black- | Expenditure under the Act for the year 

heath (two) ; Attleborough ; Jarrow-on-| 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 





Tyne; Hebburn; East Islington ; and 
Horslydown ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Kilninver 
and Kilmelford ; and Killin ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 


BILL 


Petition from Braemar, in favour ; to | 


lie upon the Table 


TIED HOUSES ABOLITION BILL. 
Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE 
TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
WORKMEN’S HOUSES TENURE BILL 
Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





(PROGRESS AND CON- 
DITION). 


Paper [presented 12th June] to be 
printed. [No. 207.] 


EAST INDIA 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
WARWICK). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of the County of War- 
wick on the 7th May, 1901, altering 
certain Polling Districts in the County 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


| 


|and to be printed. [No. 209.] 


FINES, ETC. (IRELAND). 

| Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts 
of Fines accounted for by the Registrar 
of Petty Sessions Clerks for 1899 [by 
| Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 210.] 

TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2626 and 2627 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


} 


|PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 


THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Medway Conservancy.—Copy of State- 
ment of Receipts and Expenditure of the 
Conservators for the year ending 25th 
| March, 1901 [by Act]. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 


Seventh Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to the 
Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to give leave to the Clerk 
of the Parliaments to attend to be 
examined as a witness before the Com- 
mittee of Public Accounts.—(Sir Arthur 
Hayter.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—THE PRESENT 
POSITION. 
| 


| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


| (Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
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First Lord of the Treasury whether an 
early opportunity will be given to the 
House of obtaining full information as 
to the condition of affairs in South 
Africa. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I think the question of the right 
hon. Gentleman is a natural and proper 
one, but I am not aware that there is 
any information at our disposal which, 
in its general outline at all events, the 
public are not already acquainted with. 
Of course, all political reconstruction 
must wait until further progress has 
been made in military affairs, and as 
regards military affairs the House knows 
that the war is no longer a contest 
bet ween organised military bodies. [Cries 
of “Oh!”] I do not want to give 
a controversial tone to my answer, 
and I will say between large organised 
bodies. The Boer forces are scattered 
over the Orange River Colony and the 
Transvaal Colony and in Cape Colony 
in small commandos, for the most part 
of about 100 or 200 men. The largest 
I have heard of amounts to about 600 
men. The majority are of the kind | 
have indicated. Their total forces are 
estimated at about 17,000. The opera- 
tionson which Lord Kitchener is engaged, 
of course, cannot have any kind of 
unity such as is given to operations 
against large organised forces. I do 
not know that there is any further 
information with regard to the war 
which I have to give to the right hon. 
Gentleman. I ought, perhaps, to add 
that there is no foundation for the 
rumours which I see are appearing in 
the public press as to peace negotia- 
tions. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare. 
E.): May I ask whether, in view of 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man that the total organised Boer force 
is 17,000, and having regard to the 
fact that there are a quarter of a million 
British troops in South Africa, he will 
ask Lord Kitchener to settle the war ! 


[No answer was given. ] 


BOER PRISONERS—CONDITIONS OF 
REPATRIATION. 
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whether, on the restoration of the Boer 
prisoners to the Transvaal and Orange 
River Colonies, he will recognise all the 
rights of property of each prisoner as 
the same existed at the period of his 
capture so far as the same are capable 
of being ascertained ; whether it is pro- 
posed to leave it open to each prisoner 
to choose the locality in which he is to 
settle, or whether any restriction is to 
be placed upon the areas open for re- 
population by the Boers on their return 
from captivity , and whether it is pro- 
posed to exact the oath of allegiance to 
His Majesty from each prisoner before 
repatriating him. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The question is prema- 
ture. I am not prepared at present to 
make any statement regarding the con- 
ditions on which the Boer prisoners will 
be allowed to return. 


Mr. BLACK: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman submit his proposals in this 
respect to the House for discussion ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


SOUTH AFRICAN NATIVES. 

Mr. ALFRED PEASE (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he 
will inform the House as to the arrange- 
ments that have been made, if any, 
for the relief of natives in the Transvaal 
and Orange River districts whose cattle 
and grain have been seized or destroyed, 
or who have been otherwise rendered 
destitute, in connection with the military 
operations against the Boers in those 
districts, and whether he will institute 
such inquiries and give such directions 
as may serve to materially lessen the 
privations to which the natives are 
exposed through disturbances for which 
they are in no way responsible. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have not 
received any information pointing to 
| the necessity of special arrangements at 
the present time for the relief of natives, 
| but I called the attention of Lord Milner 
| to the possibility of scarcity some months 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to | ago, and I will make further inquiry of 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 


Lord Kitchener. Meanwhile, I notice 
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that a large proportion of the population 
in the refugee camps are coloured 
persons. 


BOER PRISONERS—INTERNMENT IN 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the statements in the official gazetteers 


of India respecting the positions and_ 


sanitary conditions of the town and fort 
of Ahmednagar, now being used as a 
Boer prison ; whether he is aware that 
Major Gambier, R.E., reported in 1873, 
after the drainage operations, that all 
who lived in the fort, both Europeans 
and natives, suffered from fever; and 
that, in consequence, all troops were with- 
drawn from inside the fort and quartered 
in barracks built outside it ; and seeing 
that the mortality of Ahmednagar town 
was 79°75 in 1899, 55°04 in 1896, and 
61°63 in 1897, and that the mortality 
of children under one year of age was 
524-89 in 1899, against an average in 
that year of 196°97 for the whole 
Bombay Province, whether he will con- 
sider the advisability of the removal of 
the Boer prisoners to some other station. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): There is no intention of re- 
moving the Boer prisoners from Ahmed- 
nagar cantonment, which is one of the 
healthiest and most popular garrison 
stations in India. Major Gambier’s 
report is twenty-seven years old, and 
was made before the sanitary improve- 
ments were effected which have since 
made the fort salubrious. 
statistics quoted are misleading, and 
include urban areas outside the town. 


During the famine of 1899 there was a| 


heavy mortality amongst the distressed 
people who flocked into the town from 
the drought-affected districts. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will the 
noble Lord be kind enough to say in what 
way the figures are misleading ? 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The figures | 
for the year 1898, which are the lowest | 
in the four years in question, are | 
omitted. Then the figures apply to} 


{13 June 1901} 


The mortality | 


exceptional famine conditions, and, as I | 
| 
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have said, include urban areas outside 
ithe town. 


FARM BURNING. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has any official information 
to the effect that General Rundle, during 
his recent march through the north- 
western portion of the Orange Free 
State, blew up all the mills in the district, 
destroyed ovens, ploughs, and other 
implements for the preparation of food 
stuffs ; and if so, whether such proceed- 
ings have the sanction of the Govern- 
ment as being in accordance with the 
customs recognised by The Hague Con 
vention of civilised war. 


The following Questions also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) * 
To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he has received any report 
from General Rundle on his expedition 
in the triangle between Ficksburg, 
Bethlehem, and Witjies Hoel, and as to 
the blowing up of the mills in the dis- 
trict, and the destruction of the ovens, 
ploughs, and other implements for the 
preparation of foodstuffs; and if not, 
whether he will inquire of Lord Kitchener 
concerning these matters. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether a despatch or other communi- 
cation respecting the operations of the 
troops under the command of General 
Rundle, General Campbell, and Colonel 
Harley during the past few weeks has 
been received ; can he state what number 
of Boers were killed or wounded, and 
what is the proportion of wounded to 
killed ; and whether the mills in the dis- 
trict were blown up, and ovens, ploughs, 


_and other implements broken ; and, if so, 


is this destruction of fixed and movable 
property which is of no military value in 
accord with the usages of warfare recog- 


_nised by The Hague Convention. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): In reply to this and similar ques- 
tions put by the hon. Members for 
Northampton and North Cork, no 
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official Report has been received as to the | refugee camp on the racecourse at 
facts alleged. They would involve no| Johannesburg, equal to a rate of 435 


breach of The Hague Convention, which 
expressly allows the destruction and 
seizure of an enemy’s property if im- 
peratively demanded by the necessities 
of war. 

Mr. FLYNN: Does that regulation 
apply to fixed property, such as mills, 
and places of that kind ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Anything which 





is likely to enable the enemy to obtain | 
supplies in order to carry on the war) 


comes under The Hague Convention. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. | 


Gentleman hold that the poisoning of 
wells comes under the same rule ? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: What about 
the natives in the places which have been 
destroyed ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot say what 
the procedure is, but Lord Kitchener has 
done all he can to see that the natives 
are duly protected and kept from starva- 
tion. 
continuing in the way which this war is 
to avoid the destruction of supplies that 
would be useful to the enemy. 


REFUGEE CAMPS—MORTALITY AT 
JOHANNESBURG. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been drawn to the fact that 
in the prison camp on the racecourse at 
Johannesburg the deaths during the 
three weeks ending 13th May, 1901, 


per thousand for a year, and whether 
instructions will be given to improve 
the sanitary condition of the camp. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask if there has been any epi- 
demic in British camps, and whether 
there is any precedent in history for the 


| housing and feeding of the women and 


children of an enemy. 


Mr. DILLON: These are not men. 


These are women and children. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: It is impossible, 
of course, to avoid epidemics of this 
character in camps where there are 


refugees, or, in some cases, where there 


are British soldiers. I had already tele- 
graphed to Lord Kitchener to report as 
to the accuracy of the figures quoted in 


| the question, and have not yet received 


any reply. I have no recent information 
to hand as to the medical provisions for 


this camp, but the instructions general 


It is absolutely impossible in a war | 


| berwell, Dulwich) : 


to all camps would appear to sufficiently 
secure proper medical treatment. 


HORSE TRANSPORT—STATISTICS. 

Sirk J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Cam- 
I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will state how many horses used for 
military purposes were shipped from 


| South Africa between Ist January and 


were 80 out of a total of 3,125 in the | 


camp, and that 220 are reported sick in 


the camp, chiefly suffering from measles ; | 


can he state what medical provision there 


is for treatment of sick in this camp, and | 


whether any arrangements are in force 
infectious diseases. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS _ (Flint 


Ist June this year, how many horses 
were landed in South Africa between the 
same dates, and what is the estimated 
cost per horse for conveyance each way 
between South Africa and England : 
and whether the Government would. 
consider the possibility of chargers 
belonging to officers returning home 
being retained in South Africa for the 
use of officers proceeding from England 


to fill their places. 
for the isolation of those suffering from | 


Boroughs): May I, at the same time, | 


ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been drawn 


to the fact that for the three weeks ending | 
the 13th May there were 80 deaths| period. The cost of conveyance from 


out of a total of 3,125 persons in the | England of remounts by freight or im 


*Mr. BRODRICK: 120 horses, which 


| were officers’ chargers, were brought 
| back from South Africa during the five 


months referred to. These included the 
horses of deceased officers, whose relatives 
wished to retain them. 33,483 horses 
were landed in South Africa in the same 
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horse transports averages from £20 sd 
£25. Officers’ chargers are generally 
sent in infantry transports, and no extra 
cost is incurred for their conveyance. 
Chargers which are the property of the | 
Remount Department are retained in | 
South Africa. With those which are the | 
private property of officers it is, of course, | 
impossible to interfere. | 
Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE: Is it not | 
possible that the officers’ chargers coming | 
back from South Africa, some of which 
are not worth the cost of carriage, might | 
be bought out there even as“ cats’ meat,”’ | 
and the cost of carriage saved ? 
*Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. My hon. | 
friend will, I think, understand that 120 | 
horses coming back in the course of five | 
months, at an average of from £20 to £25, | 
including a number of chargers of | 
deceased officers, is not an amount which | 
will make a great difference either way. | 
It is entirely a question for an officer, 
who has a charger on which he sets store, | 
whether he leaves it in South Africa or 
brings it home. 


Sirk J. BLUNDELL MAPLE: Does 
120 represent the total number of horses 
sent back ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: 
have been brought back altogether. 
Officers’ chargers belonging to the 
Government are retained in South Africa. 


Yes; 120 only 


SUPPRESSION OF NEWSPAPERS IN 
THE PAARL DISTRICT. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) : “I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War will he explain on what 
grounds Major Commandant C. Wedg- 
wood has issued a martial law notice in 
the Paarl district declaring contraband 
in that district the following publications 
(among others)—namely, the South 
African News, Truth, Reynolds's News- 
paper, the Review of Reviews, the 
Weekly Freeman, and the book entitled 
“With the Boer Forces,” by Howard 
Hillegas, and that anyone found in 
possession of any of them will be 
punished under martial law. 





| 
*Mr. BRODRICK: No report on the | 


subject has reached the War Office. | and 1032. 


{13 June 1901} 
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Martial law has been in force in the 
Paarl district since January, and the 
action taken is a matter for the discretion 
of the local military authorities, the 
exercise of which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment consider highly desirable. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Are they 
not all papers which objeci to the policy 
of the Government in South Africa 2? 


Questions. 


[No answer was returned. | 


RAIDING BY NATIVES UNDER BRITISH. 
MILITARY AUTHORITY. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been drawn to a state- 
ment of Mr. Brunner, Eshowe member 
of the Natal Legislative Assembly, that 
steps have been taken, with the cogni- 
sance of the highest military authorities 
in that country, to let loose the natives 
upon the enemy, and allowing them to 
loot and plunder; that the natives of 
Zululand had been instructed by the 
military officers to arm and invade 
the Vryheid district ; that numbers of 
cattle had been brought in and handed 
over to a British military officer, and 
the Zulus were allowed 10 per cent. of all 
plunder ; and that the Premier of Natal. 
had protested to the military authorities 
that he believed that the military officer 
had greatly exceeded his instructions, . 
and whether he has now received any 
reports on these matters. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Since the reply 
which I gave to the right hon. Member 
for South Aberdeen, and the debate im 
this House on the 23rd May,* to which 
I must refer the hon. Member, I have 
received information that the civil 
authorities were now satisfied with the 
arrangements which had been made, 
and that the causes of disquiet on the 
Zulu frontier were removed. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: 


not protests made ! 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I challenge some 
of the statements made in the question. 
They were all dealt with in my reply te. 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member - 
for South Aberdeen. 


But were 





*See preceding Volume, pages 952, 1022, , 
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Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): Has the 
correspondence which was promised to 
be brought home yet been received ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Not yet. Any 
question as to that should be addressed 
to the Colonial Secretary. 


TREATMENT OF MILITARY DESERTERS, 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that two men 
charged with desertion from the 18th 
Hussars were marched through the 


public streets handcuffed together on | 


Tuesday morning, 11th of June, in 
charge of a corporal and a private, and 
that these alleged deserters had been 
handed over by the police authorities 
at Marlborough Street Police Court for 


{COMMONS} 
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| seeing that these men are employed on 
| precisely the same duties as members of 
| the Imperial Yeomanry, can he explain 
| why they do not receive the same rate of 
| pay as the yeomen. 
| Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 
'informs me that members of the Volun- 
|teer service Companies employed as 
| mounted infantry have been released. 
| All men employed with the Line regiments 
| must be paid as the Line. 
| 
| 
| VOLUNTEERS AND RIFLE PRACTICE. 
CoLoneEL SADLER (Middlesbrough) : 
|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| War whether he will consider the 
| desirability of supplying Volunteers with 
| gratuitous ammunition to encourage 
| private shooting practice. 


the purpose of being tried by the military | 


authorities at Canterbury ; and, seeing | 


that these two alleged deserters, assumed 
to be innocent in the eyes of the law, 
were followed through the streets by a 
mob, whether he will, in the public 
interest, take steps that in future men 
charged with desertion should not be so 
treated by the military authorities. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The facts are as 
stated in the question, except that no- 


thing is known at the War Office as to | 


the mob. The procedure is contrary to 
the King’s Regulations, and attention has 
been called to the error. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: 
War Office set apart a certain sum of 
money to enable the men to be conveyed 
in cabs 2? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have said that 
what was done was contrary to the 
King’s Regulations. 


VOLUNTEER SERVICE COMPANIES. 


Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, in 
view of the fact that, notwithstanding 
the War Office cable of 21st December last, 
a number of members of the original 
Volunteer service companies who have 
served for over a year in South Africa, 
and who have been doing duty as 
mounted infantry for the last six months, 
are still detained in the country, and 


Could not the | 


| 


Mr. BRODRICK: Artillery and en- 
|gineer corps are supplied with twenty 
|rounds per man and are not required 
| to fire a compulsory course of musketry. 
Infantry corps are supplied with ninety 
/rounds, out of which a_ recruit is 
| obliged to fire forty-nine rounds and 
|a trained Volunteer forty-two, leaving 
'the remainder for private practices, ete. 
An additional ten rounds may be pur- 
chased at £4 per 1,000, and any further 
supply at £5 per 1,000. The question of 
| whether any further supply is necessary 
|is being considered. 

| 

| RANK OF RETIRED COLONELS. 


' Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
‘to ask the Secretary of State for War 
| whether he would consider the advis- 
ability of granting to all colonels who 
| have been employed in that rank, and 
| who are compulsorily retired for age, a 
| step of honorary rank. 

| 


| Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. That 
| system was abandoned some years ago, 
/and it would be inadvisable to give the 
'rank of general to officers who have not 
| been so employed. 


PEMBROKE BARRACKS. 

Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that it is proposed 
to convey the drainage from the new 
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barracks at Pembroke Dock into Milford | 


Haven at a point where there are 
yaluable oyster fisheries ; and whether 
he is aware that the Local Government 
Board prevented the Pembroke Urban 
authority from conveying their sewage 
to this point owing to the probable 
danger of typhoid ; and whether he will 
callse inquiries to be made with a view 
to the drains being diverted to another 
point. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
has been misinformed. The drainage 
system of the new barracks will be con- 
nected with the approved town drainage 
system now being carried out. 


'H.M.S. “ CRESSY.” 

COLONEL LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowestoft) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty if he will lay upon the Table of 
the House, directly he receives it, the 
report of the court of inquiry which 
is sitting to investigate the breakdown 
of the steering-gear of H.M.S. ‘* Cressy,” 
by which her departure to the China 
station will be delayed for some weeks. 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tae ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PretyMAN, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): It is not the practice of the 
Admiralty to publish the proceedings of 
courts of inquiry, which are considered 
confidential. 
tion of the accident to the steering 
gear of H.M.S. “ Cressy” has yet been 
obtained. When the cause of the acci- 
dent has been ascertained, I shall be 
happy to answer a further question on 
the subject. 


‘AT 
AND FRENCH 


CHINA—DISTURBANCE 
BETWEEN INDIAN 
TROOPS. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for [India whether he can give the House 
any information relative to the disturb- 
ance between the French troops and 
native Indian soldiers, at Tientsin, on 
Wednesday, 5th June. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Sir Alfred 
(raselee has informed me that the report 
of the disturbance referred to is without 
any foundation. 


{13 JunE 1901} 
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EUROPEAN GARRISON. IN CHINA. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is in a position to state what 
will be the strength and the disposition 
of the German troops which will remain 
in China for the purpose of safeguarding 
German interests. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): We are 
informed that the military representa- 
tives of the allied Powers consider it 
necessary to maintain for the present 
in North China a total force of 6,000 
men, exclusive of the Legation Guards 
at Peking, but we have no information 
as to the number of men to be furnished 
by each Power. 


GERMAN GARRISON AT SHANGHAI. 

Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.) = I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether Shanghai 
is officially described by His Majesty's 
Government as within the area of the 
Tientsin Provinces, and if he can state 
the reasons which have been put forward 
by the German Government to justify 
the maintenance of a German military 
garrison in that city. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: We have 
received no statement from the German 
Government bearing upon the retention 
of a German garrison there. Shanghai 
is in the province of Kiang-su, one of 
the provinces bordering on the Yang- 


| tsze. 


TIENTS N ' 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): May I ask the noble 
Lord whether under the Anglo-German 
Agreement Germany is not acknow- 
ledged to possess the same rights and 
privileges in the Yang-tsze region as 
were claimed by Great Britain ? 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: I must ask 
for notice of the question. 


KIAO CHAOW 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 


tary of State for Foreign Affairs if the 
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Government have sent, or intend to 
send, British troops to Kiao Chaow to 
assist in maintaining order there. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: No, Sir. 


STATUS OF THE BISHOP OF 
CALCUTTA. 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
india whether, in view of the answer 
given by him on the 3rd of August, 
1899, he can now state whether, having 
regard to the importance of His Majesty’s 
Indian Empire, and to the fact that 
certain bishops of the Church of England 
in the colonies have recently adopted 
and assumed the style of Archbishop, 
His Majesty's Government will take 
steps by amending the statutes affecting 
the Church of England in the East Indies, 
or otherwise legally, to confer on the 
Bishop of Caleutta as statutory Metro- 
politan Bishop in India the style and 
precedence of an Archbishop. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am well 
aware of the nature of the position of the 
Bishop of Caleutta as Metropolitan of 
India, and the suggestion contained in 
the hon. Member's question is not new 
to me. But there are so many im- 
portant considerations involved that |] 
cannot in advance give any definite 
pledge. 


NEW INDIAN FRONTIER PROVINCE. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he will lay 
Papers upon the Table of the House 
relating to the formation and future 
administration and financial arrange- 
ments of the new Indian Frontier Pro- 
vinee ; whether he can arrange for these 
Papers to include a map showing the 
exact boundaries of the Province ; anc 
whether the Papers can be laid upon the 
Table before the discussion on the Indian | 
Budget takes place this present session. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I will pre- 
sent further Papers to Parliament, 
and | will also arrange to include 
a map showing as far as possible the | 
boundaries. But I cannot fix the date | 
for presentation, since I have not yet | 


received a reply to my despatch dated for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
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| December 20, 1900, and when I do 
receive it the details will require careful 
| consideration by myself in Council. 


| JUBALAND EXPEDITION. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
\for Foreign Affairs whether he can 
state the total cost of the Jubaland 
Expedition, and how much, if any, of 
that cost was borne by India. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: _ The 
;accounts have not yet been made up, 
but a sum of £140,000 was voted in the 
Supplementary Estimates for the last 
financial year to meet the expenditure, 
which will be defrayed entirely from 
Imperial funds. 


BRITISH INVESTMENTS ABROAD. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the Kirkdale Division of 
Liverpool, | beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, whether his attention 
' has been called to a statement made by 
Sir Robert Giffen at the Institute of 
Bankers, in which he placed the value 
of our excess of imports over exports 
last year, less freight and other charges, 
at £90,000,000, as representing the 
interest which we were entitled to receive 
upon our capital invested abroad ; 
whether this £90,000,000, derived from 
investments abroad, paid income tax 
to the extent of the £4,500,000 which 
would have been collected if the 
£90,000,000 had been derived from 
investments in this country. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): The amount of income 
derived from investments abroad that 
is charged with income tax cannot be 
precisely stated. There is, however, good 
ground for supposing that it is not less 
than £90,000,000, and that it paid 
income tax to the extent stated in the 
question. 


CONSTANTINOPLE RIOTS OF 1896— 
BRITISH MERCHANTS’ CLAIMS. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
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that the claims of French subjects in | 
Constantinople who suffered losses during | 
the disturbances of August, 1896, have 
been paid in full by the Porte ; and can 
he state the reasons for the delay in| 
satisfving the British merchants who | 
sustained losses on that occasion, and 
whose demands have been admitted by | 
His Majesty's Ambassador to be fair 
and reasonable, a certificate to that 
effect having been given four years 
ago. 

*ViscountT CRANBORNE: His Ma- 
jesty's Government have received no 
confirmation of the statement, which 
has appeared in the press, that the French | 
claims have been paid in full by the Porte. 
The Porte has always refused to admit 
any liability for the claims of any of | 
the sufferers, of whatever nationality, and 
all arrangements for satisfying them | 
have been of an unofficial nature. His 
Majesty’s Government have reason to 
believe that British claimants will not 
receive less favourable treatment than 
those of other nationalities. 





GOVERNMENT CARGOES FOR 
MOMBASA—CHARTER OF VESSELS. 
COLONEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 

Burghs): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether | 
he can state how many vessels have been 
chartered by the Crown Agents for the 
Colonies during the last twelve months 
for shipment of Government cargo to 
Mombasa, with dates of fixtures and rates 
of freight thereon. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: There 
have been thirteen sailings since the 
beginning of 1900, and one more is 
contracted for. The rate of freight has 
varied from £1 1s. 3d. to £1 17s. 6d. 
The average has been £1 &s. 


WELSH COLONY IN PATAGONIA. | 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the) 
Admiralty whether a report of the Rey. | 
D. Richards, chaplain of H.M.S. “ Flora,” | 
on the condition of Welshmen in| 
Patagonia, has been received in his 
Department ; and, if so, whether he can | 
state the nature of it, and if it will be laid | 
before Parliament. | 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: The report | 
has been received through His Majesty’s | 


{13 JunE 1901} 
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Minister at Buenos Aires, and is under 
consideration. 


IXPLOSIVES IN COAL MINES. 


Captain. BAGOT (Westmoreland, 


| Kendal) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for the Home Department will he 
'explain why certain explosives which 


passed the special test, after July, 1900, 
for admission to the permitted list have 


| not yet been authorised for use in danger- 
| 


/ous coal mines according to Section 6, 


Coal Mines Regulation Act of 1896 ; 
and when he proposes to issue the Order 


‘in Council authorising the use of such 


explosives under the said section ; and 


' whether he is aware that loss has been 


suffered by explosive manufacturers 
owing to the delay in issuing the Order 
in Council, such loss being due to the 
cost of explosive plant, the product of 
which cannot be put on the market. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcute, Croydon): I regret very much 
that the issue of a new Explosives 
Order has been unavoidably delayed 
in settling the details of definition of 
the explosives which were to be added 
to the Special List. I have now signed 
a new order, and the explosives to which 
I understand my hon. and gallant friend 
to refer are included. I am causing 


, all mine-owners to be informed by circu- 


lar that these explosives may now be 


‘lawfully used in dangerous mines. 
| 


NORTH WALES MINES INSPECTORS. 
Mr. MOSS (Derbyshire, E.): 1 beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if any person, and, if 
so, who has been appointed inspector 
under Section 15 of the Metalliferous 
Mines Act, 1872, and Section 2, Sub- 
section (2), of the Quarries Act, 1894, 
for the North Wales district, lately in 
charge of Dr. Foster ; and, in the event 
of an appointment having been made, 
whether the gentleman appointed has a 
knowledge of the Welsh language. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: In consequence of 
Dr. Foster’s retirement, I have decided 
to rearrange the work and the districts 
of the Mines Inspectors. Dr. Foster’s 
district will be distributed amongst other 
Inspectors, and [ have assigned the 
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general charge of the North Wales portion 
of it to Mr. Hall, one of the oldest and 
most experienced inspectors, who has 
for many years had under his charge 
the coal mines in North Wales. The 
ordinary work of inspection will be 
carried on by Dr. Foster's assistants, Mr. 
Williams and Mr. Jones, who both speak 
Welsh as their mother tongue. They 
will be relieved of work in the south 
eastern counties which has hitherto lain 
upon them, and will be able to give more 
time than formerly to inspection in 


{COMMONS} 


who can speak Welsh ; but, as the hon. 


are men who come in closer contact with 
|the miners than the chief inspectors, 
| and those all speak Welsh. I can only 
say that Welsh Members may take it 
| from me that, whenever the opportunity 
| arises, I shall be only too glad to take care 
that Welsh-speaking sub-inspectors are 
| appointed when appointments are made 
‘in Welsh-speaking districts. 


| Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
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| Gentleman knows, the assistant inspectors. 








North Wales. will take into consideration the possibility 


WELSH-SPEAKING MINES INSPECTOR. | of appointing as chief inspector one of the 
assistant inspectors who does know 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan-! wejsp 2 
shire, Mid): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for the Home Department; *Mr. RITCHIE: If there was any 
whether he has in consideration or in vacancy I should be glad to take the 
contemplation a proposal for the division | matter into consideration, but the hon. 
of the South Wales Coal Mines District | Gentleman will understand there is not 
(No. 13) into two parts for inspection really any vacancy for a chief inspector 
by two of His Majesty's Inspectors of at all. I am sure the hon. Gentleman 
Mines; and, if so, whether he will | will not desire that a district should be 
appoint as the new inspector a gentleman | taken charge of by an assistant inspector 
who has a knowledge of the Welsh lan- | instead of a chief inspector. I shall be 
guage, so that he may, if necessary, hold | glad to take into consideration any 
direct communication with Welsh-speak- | recommendation of the hon. Gentleman, 
'and I will take care when new appoint- 
, oe ments are made in Welsh-speaking 

*MR. RITCHIE : Yes, Sir. I propose | districts, if it is at all possible to ke the 
to divide the South W ales District into | desire of the hon. Gentleman, to have 
two. As I said just Sey St Sawer toa Welsh-speaking inspector in Welsh- 
the hon. Member for East Denbighshire, | speaking districts. 

I am making some re-arrangements of | 
the Mines Inspectors’ districts. I found | _An Hon. Member asked whether in 
that the work of the South Wales dis- | North Wales, where a vacancy had 
trict has recently grown enormously, occurred, the right hon. Gentleman 
and is now too heavy a charge for any | would appoint a Welsh chiet inspector 
one chief inspector. One division of | take the place of Dr. Foster, who had 
it will be retained by the existing inspector resigned. 

for South Wales. The other will be; *Mr. RITCHIE: No; a vacancy has 
taken by another inspector set free by| not occurred, simply because, as | 
re-arrangements elsewhere. I do not | informed the hon. Gentleman, we are 
propose to make any new appointment, | making re-arrangements in Wales. We 
but there will continue to be in South | are going to divide up Dr. Foster’s dis- 
Wales, as at present, four W elsh-speaking | trict, and to allot it to two of the existing 
assistant Inspectors. | inspectors, and there are none of those 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: Are the new | 12Spectors who can speak Welsh. | 
appointments to be Welsh inspectors, or | cannot es ae 
are they to be transferred from England ? In order to get an inspector who can 
| speak Welsh. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: If the hon. Gentle- | 
man implies by that that we ought to | YS ACT 
appoint a Welsh-speaking chief inspector, | ADVANCES. 

I have to inform him that, unfortunately, | Lievut.-Cotonet PRYCE JONES 
there are none of the chief inspectors | (Montgomery Boroughs): 1 beg to ask 


ing miners. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896—FREE 
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the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can state how much of the 
£250,000 voted by Parliament under 
the Light Railways Act, 1896, for free 
advances remains still available for that 
purpose, and also how much of the 
£750,000 voted for loans under the same 
Act remains. 


Tut PRESIDENT or toe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Greratp Barour, Leeds, 
Central): The Treasury have condi- 
tionally agreed to special advances under 
Section 5 of the Light Railways Act 
amounting to £197,250, of which 
£181,750 is by way of free grant and 
£15,500 by way of loan. There remains 
therefore a sum of £52,750 available for 
special advances under that section. No 
loans have been granted under Section 4 
of the Act, and the whole of the sum of 
£750,000 referred to by my hon. friend 
remains unappropriated. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS AND CYCLE RATES. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he will be prepared in the 
Committee stage of the Light Railways 
Bill to introduce clauses making it com- 
pulsory upon the promoters of light 
railway schemes to make provision for 
the conveyance of bicycles ; and whether 
he will also propose a maximum schedule 
of charges. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
[ am not prepared to introduce clauses 
placing upon the promoters of light rail- 
way schemes obligations not imposed 
upon railway companies generally. Any 
alteration of the law on this subject 
should, in my opinion, be of general 
application. I may say that the Board 
have, with the consent of the promoters, 
inserted in some Light Railway Orders a 
maximum scale of charges for the carriage 
of bicveles. 


Mr. LOUGH: But if the Board of 
Trade thought it right to insert in some 
of the Light Railway Orders a provision 
with regard to the carrying of cycles. 
would the right hon. Gentleman not 
agree that that should be imposed on 
all companies ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is a matter of opinion. 


VOL. XCV. 
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IMPORT OF IRON ORE INTO SOUTH 
WALES. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if he 
can state the quantity of iron ore im- 
ported last year into South Wales ports ; 
whether he is aware that the steel works 
of Glamorganshire and Monmouthshire 
are entirely dependent for their supplies 
upon ore imported from Spain and 
Algeria, and that the percentage of iron 
in the ore imported from Bilbao shows a 
continuous falling off owing to the best 
quality ore becoming exhausted; and 
whether the Government has received any 
notification from the Spanish Govern- 
ment that it intends placing a duty on 
exported ore beyond that required to 
meet shipping and dock expenses, with 
a view to conserve its mineral wealth, 
which is being rapidly worked out and 
cannot be replaced. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The quan- 
tity of iron ore imported last year into 
South Wales ports was 1,036,586 tons. 
There are no official statistics respecting 
the countries of origin of the iron ore 
used in steel works in Glamorgan and 
Monmouthshire, or the percentage of 
iron in the ore imported from Bilbao. 
No notification has been received from 
the Spanish Government of the nature 
referred to in the last paragraph of the 
question. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION AND 
TECHNOLOGICAL WORK. 

Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): I beg 

to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
the Board of Education have received 
the Report of the Committee appointed 
to consider the best means for co-ordi- 
nating the technological work of the 
Board with that at present carried on 
by other educational organisations, and 
whether and at what date such Report 
will be printed and published. 
THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) : The Report has 
been received, but it is not proposed to 
publish it. 


ESSENDINE ROAD BOARD SCHOOL. 


*Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 


L 
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Committee on Education 


of Council 


whether the attention of the Board of | 


Education has been drawn to opposition 
by managers of local voluntary schools 
and by the Religious Education Union 
to the extension of the board school in 
Essendine Road ; whether he can state 
how many children resident in Willesden 
there are in London board schools in 
the district bounded by the boundary 
of Willesden, by Maida Vale, the Grand 


Junction Canal and Kensal Green Ceme- | 


tery (which is substantially identical 
with the School Board sub-divisions Y 
and Z, Marylebone ; and AC 2, Chelsea) ; 
whether there is any prospect of the 
Willesden School Board making in- 
‘reased provision of school places, and 
whether the Board of Education will 
withhold its sanetion to the proposed 
extension in Essendine Road. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
To the second paragraph the answer is 
in the negative. Such information can 
only be obtained from the London School 
Board. The answer to the third para- 
graph is in the affirmative so far as the 
Willesden School Board is concerned, 
which is now building. The question 
as to whether the sanction of the Board 
ef Education will be given or not is now 
under consideration. 


RATE AID FOR VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.): I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Eduea- 
tion whether his attention has been 
ealled to a round table conference, held 
under the presidency of the Bishop of 
London, at which a_ resolution was 
moved in favour of rate aid to voluntary 
schools, when his Lordship, in reply, 
said they had been for some time elaborat- 
ing their plans in regard to the educa- 
tion question, and were in communica- 
tion with the Government ; and whether 
such communications have been received 
by his Department ; and, if so, whether 
he is prepared to lay them upon the 
Table of this House. 


Sir J. GORST: I have not heard of | 
any such communication having been 
received by the Board of Trade. 


{COMMONS} 


| exercise of these powers. 
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EVENING SCHOOL CODE. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
'I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he can state when the Evening 
School Code for 1901 will be issued. 


Sir J. GORST: The regulations for 
giving grants to evening schools are now 
under consideration. It is hoped to issue 
them shortly. 


UP OF THE 
STREETS. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he has 
observed the inconvenience and loss of 
time and money to which the people of 
London are subjected by the way in 
which the numerous authorities in the 
same area resort to the consecutive 
taking up of the most frequented streets ; 
can he state how many London autho- 
rities have this privilege for gas and 
electric lighting, telephonic and _ tele- 
graphiccommunication, paving, drainage, 
water supply for domestic use and 
hydraulic power, and other purposes ; 
and will he consider the possibility of 
bringing all these bodies and companies 
under one licensing head, which shall 
have control of the taking up of the 
streets. 


Mr. RITCHIE: | 
give figures in answer to my hon. and 
gallant friend, but the number of bodies, 
both local authorities and trading com- 
panies, who have obtained from Parlia- 
ment powers of breaking up the streets 
is large, and I agree that very consider- 
able inconvenience often results from the 
tecently, of 
course, the evil has been aggravated by 
the operations on behalf of the Post 
Office in connection with telephones, 
which are, I hope, drawing to a conclu- 
sion. I should be very glad if any 
remedy could be found ; but so far I am 
afraid that I have not seen any proposal 
that would be practicable and meet the 


BREAKING LONDON 


am unable to 


case. 


ALIENS IN LONDON. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 


‘ment Board whether he can state when 
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he expects to be in a position to state the 
results of the recent Census as regards 
the alien population of London, and 
more particularly in Whitechapel, Beth- 
nal Green, Shoreditch, Poplar, Stepney, 
and St. George’s-in-the-East. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, 8.): As I stated in 
reply to a question by my hon. friend on 
the 10th May last, particulars as to the 
number of aliens will be published in the 
detailed abstract of the Census Returns, 
required by Section 8 of the Act. The 
detailed abstract for London will be 
issued before that for the rest of the 
country. The preparation of the 
abstract is being proceeded with as 
rapidly as possible, but I understand 
from the Registrar General that a con- 
siderable time must necessarily elapse 
before it will be ready. 

* RAILWAY COMPANIES AND THE 
TELEGRAPH SERViCE. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he will state, having regard to the 
estimated value of work done by the 
Postal Telegraph Department for the 
public service in the year ending 31st 
March, 1900, at £70,746 11s. 6d., as 
stated in Appendix (1), 46th Report of 
the Postmaster General, what was the 
corresponding value of the 
rendered for the same year and for the 
vear ending 31st March, 1901, in respect 
of the work done without charge for the 
railway companies of the United King- 
dom by the Department ; and as there 
is a loss of revenue on the working of 
this Department, if he will take steps to 
have the relations of this Department 
towards these companies brought before 
the House, with a view to their revision. 


services 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The value of 
the services rendered by the Post Office 
to railway companies during the years 
ended “31st March, 1900 and 1901, in 
respect of the transmission of telegrams 
on the business of the companies, either 
free or at reduced rates, is estimated at 


£59,676 and £52,063 respectively. These | 
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‘services are not, however, on the same 


footing as the work done by the Post 
Office for public Departments, seeing 
that the free message privilege was 
given to the companies as part of the 
consideration paid for the acquisition of 
their telegraph rights. Some time ago 
the matter was brought under very 
careful review, and the Postmaster 
General does not at present see any 
sufficient reason for altering the existing 
arrangements. 


= 


TELEPHONE DELAYS BETWEEN 
NORTHAMPTON AND LONDON. 
Mr. CHANNING — (Northampton- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
of the delays caused to those wishing 
to use the telephone between Northamp- 
ton and London; whether the official 
reports show that these delays are due 
to there being only one wire, and 
whether the Post Office ean and will 
obviate them by providing an additional 
wire, or by other means. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There appear to have been a few cases 
of delay recently in telephonie com- 
munication between London and North- 
ampton, but in several of these cases 
the circuit has been temporarily inter- 
rupted by unavoidable faults or occupied 
by traftic diverted from other interrupted 
lines. There is at present only one direct 
circuit, but there are alternative routes 
for London traffic via Coventry and 
Leicester. A second direct circuit is about 
to be completed, and it is hoped that, 
when this has been brought into use, the 
delay will be entirely obviated. 


POSTAL ORDER BRANCH—WOMEN 
CLERKS. 

Cartan NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether 
he has received a petition from the 
women clerks of the postal order branch 
praying for an increase in the initial 
salary of their class, which salary was 
reduced from £65 to £55 per annum in 
1897, and whether he can see his way 
to granting their request. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Postmaster General has received and duly 


L2 
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considered the memorial referred to, and | whether he is aware of a strong feeling at 
he has answered the memorialists that South Petherton, Somerset, against the 
the circumstances do not admit of his | removal of the post office there to another 


complying with their wishes. | part of the parish, and whether he will 
| take the opinion of the parish council of 
UNDERGROUND CABLE TO South Petherton as to this change. 


BIRMINGHAM. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham-| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
lets, St George’s) : I beg to ask the Secre- The removal of the South Petherton Post 
tary to the Treasury, as representing | Office to its present site, which is central 
the Postmaster General, if he will state , and convenient, was authorised after full 
whether the new underground electric consideration of the circumstances, and 
cable from London to Birmingham has | the Postmaster General sees no reason 
realised official expectations ; also, how for departing from the decision arrived 
it compares in swift and effective action, at. Within the last few days a memorial 
distance for distance. with overhead from a considerable number of the in- 
wires, both as regards telephones and habitants has been received in favour of 
telegraphs, and have the Post Office the retention of the office in the new 
department any information showing the Position. 
nature of the results of working the cable 


wires as part of telegraph circuits 300 MALLAIG MAIL SERVICE. 
or 400 miles long. such as those to Dublin| = Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
and Edinburgh. beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The sury, as representing the Postmaster 
Postmaster General is of opinion that the General, nas i st _ en that the 
underground cable between London and shee ee ae Pliage ” - 
Birmingham has realised the expectations sin Motlais . vee ahaa 4 — 
of the department. It was not intended —* r eo 1 "il a — ena 
to be used as a telephone cable, the — 3s cd ca we hg = 
idea being that it would benefit the |(0"8 * Pegg = ae ~ viper: 
telephone service by setting free over- yo glee a stg) a ae and 
head telegraph routes, which would ise one ng ao seen waa “ 
then be available for telephonic oe wth —. pontine is determined 
purposes. For long-distance telephonic | °" tenders tes gsi na the mail 
communication it is important that nee errr ne Se LS eee 
aerial wires should be available. Mr. AUSTEN 
For ordinary telegraphic communication »y oy) 
there is no diminution in the speed of 
working through the cable as compared 
with an overhead line, but for high-speed 
news circuits the cable at present involves 
the use of two wires as compared with one 
overhead wire. Combined with overhead 
wires the cable is being used for circuits 
extending to Belfast, Glasgow, and Edin- 
burgh, which are each over 400 miles 
long. The cable has proved of the 
greatest utility in giving steadiness to 
the service, and in enabling the depart- 
ment to maintain that service during 
interruptions of the overhead lines by 
storms. 


CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General is unable to 
say for how long a period it may be 
found desirable to continue the service 
between Mallaig and Stornoway as an 
experiment; nor can he give any 
assurance that tenders will ultimately 
be invited for the mail steamer service 
to and from Stornoway. and he sees no 
- reason at present to suppose that such 
a course would result in a more econo- 
mical arrangement than the present. 


Mr. WEIR: And is the experiment 
to continue until the mails go down to 
the bottom of the sea ? 


AVOCH HARBOUR, ROSS-SHIRE. 
SOL TH PRREERTON POST nie FIC “ | Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
*Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : | Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
I beg to ask the Secretary tothe Treasury, | for Scotland, seeing that the proprietor 
as representing the Postmaster General, | of Avoch Harbour, Ross-shire, returned 
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home from Ceylon some time since, will 
he state whether the Fishery Board for 
Scotland has yet approached him with 
a view to secure the repair of the present 
harbour or the construction of a new 
one, and, if not, will he state what steps 


Questions, 


it is proposed to take to provide suitable 


harbour accommodation at Avoch. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): As I told 


the hon. Member on Ist April last, | 


I can give neither determination nor 
admission as to who is the proprietor 
of Avoch Harbour. But the initiative 
in the renewal of negotiations on behalf 
of those locally interested must rest with 
them and not with the Fishery Board. 
SHADER COVE, ROSS-SHIRE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether the Congested 
Districts Board have received a petition 
from the fishermen of Shader, in the 
Point District of Lewis, Ross-shire, 
urging the removal of an overhanging 
rock which threatens to fall and render 
the bight or cove at Shader dangerous 
as a landing place, and will he say 
whether the Board ean see their way 
to grant assistance in the matter. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: 
petition was before the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board on the 4th instant, and 
they have intimated a grant to the 
county council. 


The 


BRECHIN LABOUR DISPUTE—CASE 
OF JAMES BEAN. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 


Tydvil): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether his attention has been 
called to the sentence passed by Sheriff 
Lee, in the Forfar Sheriff Court, upon 
James Bean, tailor, Brechin, who was 
found technically guilty of a breach of 
Section 7 of the Conspiracy and Pro- 
tection of Property Act for having jeered 
at some blacklegs, and was sentenced to 
thirty days imprisonment without the 
alternative of a fine, and whether, 
considering the length of this imprison- 
ment for the alleged offence, he will 
cause the accused to be at once set at 
liberty. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Secretary for Scotland has made inquiry 


{13 JuNE 1901} 


Questions. 286 


into the case in question. The offence 
for which sentence was passed was not 
merely technical, and the Secretary for 
Scotland sees no reason for advising any 
remission. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: But did not 
the Sheriff himself describe the offence 
as technical, and does not strong indig- 
nation prevail in the district in regard 
to the sentence ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Sheriff would hardly have described 
as technical an offence for which he 
sent a man to prison. 


KILLILAN DEER FOREST. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether he is aware that 
the farms of Faddoch and Killilan, in 
the Parish of Kintail, Ross-shire, formerly 
in the occupation of crofters, and recently 
occupied by a farmer, are to be cleared 
of sheep and cattle and added to the 
deer forest of Killilan; in view of the 
fact that 7,000 acres of this forest were 
scheduled by the Highlands and Islands 
Commission in 1892 as suitable for 
crofters’ holdings or small farms, will 
he say whether the Government will 
consider the expediency of taking such 
steps as may be necessary to check the 
extension of deer forests, especially in 
eases like the present where part of the 
existing forest has already been reported 
as suitable for occupation by the people ; 
and is he aware that the farm of Lien- 
assie, in the same parish, and lately in 
the occupation of a farmer, is also to 
be cleared, and reserved for deer. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: |] 
find, after consultation with the chairman 
and secretary of the late Deer Forest 
Commission, that they have no informa- 
tion as to the clearing and afforesting 
either of Faddoch and Killilan, or of Lien- 
I am informed by them that no 
part of the forest of Killilan was scheduled 
yellow as suitable for new holdings by 
the Deer Forest Commission, but certain 
parts were scheduled brown as suitable 
for moderately sized farms above the 
limit of £30 rent. I may also mention 
that none of the lands referred to by 
the hon. Member fall withinythe area 


assie. 
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declared congested by the Congested | the east wing of the library will not be 
Districts Board. | overlooked. 
SCOTTISH MEDICAL OFFICERS OF | KENMARE RIVER—LIGHTS. 
HEALTH. Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the thon Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary | of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
for Scotland, having regard to the fact | Kenmare River, county Kerry, which 
that a medical officer of health is required | forms an inlet about thirty miles in 
to be the holder of a public health | Jength,is unprovided with lights, and that 
diploma, will he explain how it happens | the absence of such lights is detrimental 
that of the 278 medical officers of health | to the interests of Sneem, Kenmare, and 


for Scotland only sixty-one possess the other places at which steamers and fish- 
required diploma. ing vessels call, and, seeing that the erec- 


tion of a light on the western point of 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The Sherky Island, which is situated about 
great proportion of local medical officers half way up the bay. is required, would 
of health in the various districts of | the Congested Districts Board, in view 
the counties in which ‘they are em- of the increased facilities that would 
ployed do not possess the qualification be thereby given to trading vessels, 
referred to by the hon. Member because | consider the advisability of erecting such 
it was unnecessary in the case of appoint- a light. 
ments made prior to the coming into 
iorce of the Public Health Act of 1897, Mr. WYNDHAM: The Congested 
namely, lst January, 1898. As regards’ Districts Board could not undertake 
burghs, the qualification has been the erection of a light such as proposed. 
imperative only in the case of appoint-| This could only be done by the general or 
ments made subsequent to 15th May, local lighthouse authority within the 
1894. meaning of the Merchant Shipping Acts. 


IRISH INVENTORS AND AMERICAN DUBLIN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 
SPECIFICATIONS. Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is the Government intend to establish 
aware that Irish inventors are unable the industrial schools in Dublin on the 
to consult American patent specifications same plan as prevails in Glasgow and 
anywhere in Ireland, but are put to the Liverpool, where they are open to the 
expense and inconvenience of visiting public. 
London if they desire to consult 
American specifications, and that a free} Mr. WYNDHAM: Legislation would 
gift of all American patent specifications | be necessary for this purpose, and I am 
was offered to the trustees of the National | unable to give any undertaking on the 
Library in Dublin, but had to be declined | subject this session. But it is one that 
on account of want of space and of | deserves and shall receive attention in 
insufficient staff; and, in view of the} connection with the general question 
hardship and unequal conditions to} of industrial schools, upon which I 
which Irish inventors are thereby sub-| spoke somewhat fully in the course of 
jected, will suitable space be provided | the discussion raised on the 7th May by 
by the completion of the east wing of | | the hon. Member for South Kilkenny.t 
the National Library or aiicusion. 
| FERMANAGH ROYAL SCHOOL 

ENDOWMENTS. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): 

I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I have 
already replied to an inquiry on the 
subject of the first paragraph. The 
question of providing suitable space in| 


+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. x xciil., 
page 1015. 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 


students attending St. Macarten’s Semi- | 


nary, Monaghan, from districts outside 
the counties of Fermanagh and Mona- 
ghan are allowed to derive any benefit, 
either in the shape of reduced fees or 
prizes, from the Fermanagh Royal 
School Endowment ; and whether he 
has any official information to the effect 
that a student named Keenan, from 
county Tyrone, has been admitted at 
£12 10s., half the usual fee ; if so, will he 
cause an inquiry to be made in this 
matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that the scheme of May, 1891, contains 
no restriction as to the selection of stu- 
dents attending a qualified school, within 
the meaning of the scheme, to whom the 
Fermanagh Roman Catholic Board may 
provide prizes out of the endowments in 
the shape of reduced fees or prizes. [am 
also informed that the student named 
in the second paragraph has never 
received any benefit from the endowment 
such as suggested. 


PRICES OF IRISH BUTTER. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the prices of butter 
jurnished in the Irish statistics for 1900 
have been obtained solely, as in former 
years, by inquiry at the eight markets 
named in the Report; whether he is 
aware that in recent years a large pro- 
portion of Irish butter has been made 
and disposed of through creameries at 
much higher prices than in the markets ; 
and whether he will undertake in future 
Reports also to furnish the prices ob- 
tained through these creameries. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: TI am informed 
that the average prices for butter quoted 
in the publication referred to are based 
on creamery butter prices as well as on 
the prices of butter otherwise produced. 
The prices of creamery butter have also 
been separately published in a recent issue 
of the Journal of the Department of 
Agriculture. 


OGILBY ESTATE, CO. TYRONE. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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‘Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 


Questions. 290 


explain the delay in the Land Judge’s 
Court in regard to the sale of the Ogilby 
estate, in county Tyrone, to the tenants ; 
and, seeing that final notice of sale was 
served on the tenants prior to 1882, that 
a similar notice was served in 1891, that 
an application was made by the tenants 
in 1899 to have the ease listed under 
Section 40 of the Act of 1896, and that 
the turbary claims on the part of a section 
of the tenantry have been withdrawn, 
whether there are any reasons why the 
sale should not be carried through at 
once. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No delay, so far 
as the Land Judge’s Court is concerned, 
has occurred in reference to the sale of 
this estate. Prior to the passing of the 
Act of 1896 the parties having the 
carriage of the sale appear to have been 
undecided whether to proceed to a sale 
or not; on two oceasions a final 
notice to tenants was issued, but no 
further steps were taken to bring the 
estate toa sale. The estate first appeared 
in the Land Judge’s list in March, 1899. 
No sale can take place under the 40th 


Section till the rental is settled. The 
estate consists of a large number of 


holdings, and the rental cannot be 
settled until all the disputes between 
the tenants in respect of boundaries, 
turbary, and other rights are disposed of. 
It is expected that the last batch of 
objections will come on for argument 
next week. After the decision has been 
given in these cases the estate will 
probably be in a position to be sold. 


KILLCLOONY PROPERTY. 

CoLtoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
the Treasury, or some other department 
of the Government, is now in practical 
possession of the Killeloony property, 
which at one time belonged to a philan- 
thropie company, who acquired it with 
the object of dividing up some grass farms 
it contained and selling them to the 
tenants so as to increase their holdings ; 
and if the Government will, when selling 
this property, strive to fulfil the original 
object. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


have already informed the 


There is not, as I 
hon. and 
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gallant Member, any power under the 
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| his duty. It is untrue that the sergeant 


existing law to act in the manner which | made use of any threats, and equally 


he suggests. 


JUDGE CURRAN AND THE TULLA- 
MORE JURYMAN. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will recommend the remission of the 


fine of £10 imposed by Judge Curran at 
the last Tullamore Quarter Sessions upon 
the foreman of a jury in a case of alleged 
larceny, seeing that the county court 
judge upon the occasion referred to dis- 
charged the jury without allowing them 
to bring in a verdict. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I 
juror on the occasion referred to. Conse- 
quently, the question of a remission of a 
fine does not arise. 
Mr. DELANY 


(Queen's County, 


Ossory): Will the right hon. Gentleman | 


produce the official record of the case ? 
I was in court at the time. 


[No answer was given. | 


R.I.C.—ACTION OF SERGEANT 
O’REILLY. 

\Irn. REDDY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Seeretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state by whose 
authority Sergeant O'Reilly, of Shannon 
Harbour, King’s County, went to the 
house of Michael Dolan, Lisclooney, no 
person being there but his wife and son, 
a boy under fourteen years of age, and 
took the boy, against the protests of his 
mother, into the stable to extract infor- 
mation from him, threatening at the 
same time to give him the prison unless 
his answers were satisfactory ; although 
his mother stated that the boy was under 
age to take an oath. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): At the request of my right 
hon. friend I will reply to this question. 
The boy referred to in the question was 
a necessary witness in a case of arson, 
and his statement was taken in the usual 
way by Sergeant Reilly, on his own 
authority, in the ordinary discharge of 


have already 
stated that no fine was imposed on any | 


| untrue that the boy’s mother protested, 
| as alleged. 





| Mr. REDDY: The boy came to my 
| house with the summons, and—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 





MOYSTOWN ARSON CASE. 
| Mr. REDDY: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant. of 
| Ireland whether he is aware that a man 
|named Peter Kerans, of Lisclooney, 
| King’s County, was arrested on a charge 
of alleged arson, and was subsequently 
admitted to bail to appear before a 
special court held at Moystown on Thurs- 
day, 6th instant ; Whether he can state 
the reasons for holding this special court 
when the ordinary petty Sessions were 
| coming on in a few days; and whether 
informations were refused by the bench 
| in this case. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Peter Kerans was 
arrested on the 30th May on a charge of 
arson ; he was remanded for eight days, 
and subsequently admitted to bail to 
appear at Moystown House before a 
magistrate, in order that depositions 
might be taken. No special court was 
or could be held, and the charge being 
an indictable one, there is nothing to 
require that depositions should be taken 
at petty Sessions. The next petty sessions 
will be held on the 25th inst. The 
informations were refused. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY AND 
THE UNITED IRISH LEAGUE. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland by 
whose authority did a member of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary at Camp, 
county Kerry, on Sunday, 19th May, 
while members were being enrolled in 
the local branch of the United Irish 
League, take the names of those who 
joined, and is he aware that this constable 
on being asked to desist refused to do so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The constable 
acted without authority. His sergeant 
ordered him to desist, and he did so 
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CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say what the 
constable did with the names ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


BRACKLINN NATIONAL SCHOOL 
TEACHER’S PAY. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
explain why the teacher of Bracklinn 
national school, county Kerry, 
taught Irish as an extra subject during 
the year ended 31st January, 1901, has 
not been paid for it; and whether the 
Commissioners will take into account, 
in fixing this teacher’s salary, his classi- 
fication, length and efficiency of service, 
size and importance of school, and 
previous teacher’s income. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I am _ informed 
that this teacher has now been paid an 
equivalent results fee for the teaching of 
Irish during the period mentioned. In 


fixing his future income he will get the | 


full benefit of the new rules. If it 
should be found that it would be in- 
equitable to fix his future income on the 


average of his receipts from State sources | 


for the past three years, the Commis- 


sioners will give the case special considera- | 
| 


tion. 
IRISH GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS 
AND THE FAIR WAGES 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, 


College 


Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary | 


to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


whether he has received complaints from | 
the Dublin Bookbinders Society as to! 
Blackie | 


the manner in which Messrs. 
and Company evade the terms of the 
Fair Wages Resolution in the carrying 


out of their contract for the Government ; | 
whether similar complaints have been | 
received from the same society by the| 


Commissioners of Education regarding 


this firm; and, if so, what steps have | 


been taken by the Government; and 
will he, should these complaints be 
substantiated, insist on the Messrs. 
Blackie carrying out the conditions of 
the Fair Wages Resolution in their 
contracts for the binding of the books 
for the Government. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of the 
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who: 


RESOLUTION. | 
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to the dealings of the Commissioners 
with the firm mentioned is still the 
subject of correspondence with the Com- 
missioners. I would ask the hon. Mem- 
ber to postpone the question for a fort- 
night. 


PAUPER CHILDREN—SICK REGULA- 
TIONS. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that medical officers of Irish 
workhouses classify as sick not only 
those under treatment, but also children 
under two years of age and all assistants 
engaged in the work of the infirmary ; 
is such method of classification per- 
mitted by the Local Government Board, 
and will inquiry be made as to the extent 
of the practice and orders given to 
| classify as sick only those under medical 
| treatment. 
| Mr. WYNDHAM: Children 
| two years of age are not classed as sick 
unless they are under medical treatment. 
But, even if they were, I do not think 
ithe arrangement would be open to 
| objection, as infants of this tender age 
in workhouses generally require much 
care. The employment of pauper assis- 
tants for nursing duties is illegal, and 
/no healthy pauper engaged in menial 
duties is allowed to be classed otherwise 
than as healthy under the Board's 
regulations. 





T 
unaer 


CONSTABULARY—DIS- 


ROYAL IRISH 
MULLOUGH POLICE 


MISSAL — OF 
OFFICERS. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
| Ireland whether he is aware that Ser- 
'geant William Sheridan and Constable 
Mahony were discharged from the Royal 
Irish Constabulary on the 9th of Feb- 
ruary last without any reason being 
given for their discharge, and that 
Sergeant Sheridan applied for a state- 
|ment of the charge against him, and 
| for a sworn public inquiry into his case, 
(and whether both these requests were 
(refused; and will he state what were 
the grounds on which Sergeant Sheridan 
}and Constable Mahony were discharged, 
and why was an inquiry refused. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the 





14th 


application of the Fair Wages Resolution | March, in answer to a question by the 
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hon. Member for West Clare,* I stated 
very fully the reasons which led to the 
discharge of these men from the con- 
stabulary. The discharge was ordered 
by the Lord Lieutenant in pursuance 
of the statutory power conferred upon 
him, and it is not proposed to reopen 
the case. 


Mr. DILLON: The answer of the 
14th March does not answer the ques- 
tion [ have put. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer of 
the 14th March states that the men 
were discharged for having supported 
a charge with unsatisfactory and con- 
flicting evidence, and their detention 
in the force was not considered further 
desirable. On that ground the Lord 
Lieutenant exercised the statutory power 
vested in him. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gentle- 
man does not answer the question I 
have put. I have carefully read the 
answer for the 14th March. I will 
further ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he is aware that the opinion 
prevails in the country that these con- 
stables were dismissed for placing 
threatening notices in the pocket of 
a man under arrest, and whether, in 
view of the interest which has been 
aroused, he will grant a sworn inquiry 
into the matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
not true that these policemen have been 
charged with having placed a threatening 
notice in the pocket of the man they 
arrested ! 


{No answer was returned. } 


Mr. DILLON: As I cannot get an 
answer, [ shall repeat the question next 
week, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Yes, the 
refusal of the right hon. Gentleman 
to answer only makes it necessary for 
us to trouble him again. We mean to 
ascertain the facts. 


J. C. JONES’S ESTATE, CO. CAVAN. 
Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


* See Debates, Fourth Series, Vol. xe., page 
1578. 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the estate of the late John 
C. Jones, in the county of Cavan, has 
been in the Landed Estates Court for 
sale during the past twelve years and 
has not been offered for sale during 
that time ; and can he state what reasons, 
if any, exist why it has not been offered 
for purchase to the tenants in occupa- 
tion under the provisions of the 40th 
section of the Land Act of 1896. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The case of this 
estate came before the Land Judge on 
the 9th ultimo, when the solicitors 
having carriage of the sale represented 
that all parties were desirous of with- 
drawing the estate from sale. The 
case stands adjourned to enable the 
necessary formalities in this respect to 
be completed. 


NAVAN MAIL DELAYS. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he will take steps to improve 
the postal regulations affecting the town 
of Navan, as under existing arrange- 
ments the mails do not arrive there till 
10.40 a.m., and are not delivered in 
some parts of the town till after twelve 
o'clock, thus causing inconvenience to 
all classes of the community. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General has directed 
that inquiry be made on the question 
of improving the postal service to Navan, 
and the result will be communicated 
to the hon. Member. 

Pee 

ARTERIAL DRAINAGE OF IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the Government intend 
to provide funds to enable the arterial 
drainage of Ireland being effectively 


/ carried out at an early date 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
arterial drainage is of importance, and 
a number of schemes for carrying it out 
have been brought to my notice. They 
will receive careful consideration, but 
Iam not in a position to make any 
announcement on the subject. 
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IRISH EMIGRATION. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
total number of emigrants who left 
Irish ports last month was 8,565, as 
against 8,105 for the corresponding 
month of the previous year, and that 


8,241 of these, or over 96 per cent., | 


were bound for America; and, seeing 
that for the four months of the year 
now passed the total emigration from 
Ireland was 13,802, being an increase 
of 2.209 over the number for the same 
period in 1900, whether the Government 
intend to propose legislation? calculated 
to keep the people in Ireland by making 
the occupiers the owners of the land, 
and whether the Government will con- 
sider the necessity of reducing taxation 
in Ireland in ratio with the reduction 
of population. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The percentage 
of emigrants from Irish ports to the 
United States in April was 90°5. The 
total number of emigrants in April and 
in the first four months of the present 
year was less for each period than in 
the corresponding periods of 1900. 
The decreases in May and the first five 
months of the present year are still more 
striking. I cannot discuss future legisla- 
tion and taxation in reply to a question. 


LAND PURCHASE IN COUNTY CORK. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that in May, 1900, a request was 
issued to the Irish Land Commission 
for the sale of the estate of F. C. Hawkes 
and others under the 40th section of the 
Land Act of 1896 ; that the Commission 
sent their valuer, who assessed 184 years 
as the fair purchase value of the farms 
of John Cronin, Seart, Lower Aherla, 
county Cork, which the tenants were 
willing to give; that, when the case 
again came before the Land Commission 
for further consideration, it was repre- 
sented that the purchase money, owing 
to the fall in the price of Government 
stock, was insufficient to redeem the 
superior interests, and that the head 
landlord would not accept less than 
twenty-seven years purchase of the 
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head rent; and, seeing that the Land 
Commission rejected the application for 
purchase, whether it is intended to intro- 
duce legislation under which, in circum- 
stances such as these. the sale of the 
landlord’s interests will be compulsorily 


| ordered. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It was shown to 
the satisfaction of the Land Judge that 
the sale of the holding at the price re- 
ported to him by the Land Commission 
would be insufficient to redeem the 
superior interests to which the holding 
was liable. The Land Judge cannot 
compulsorily redeem a superior interest 
without paying for it the full redemption 
price, Which at the option of the owner 
of the superior interest may be fixed by 
arbitration. The reply to the last query 
is therefore in the negative. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman compensate the tenants for 
the time lost and money expended in con- 
nection with these abortive proceedings ? 


[No answer was given. | 


IRISH UNIVERSITY EDUCATION. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
now state the terms of reference to the 
Royal Commission on University Educa- 
tion in Ireland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [am afraid I 
cannot answer this question, but | am 
in great hopes that no long period will 
elapse before | make a full statement on 
the subject. 


ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 
CoLtoneL NOLAN (Galway. N.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if a copy of the Return 
of 23rd May, touching the declarations 
of the heads of the States of 
Germany, United States, France, and 
Austro-Hungary has been forwarded to 
Lord Salisbury and to our various 
embassies, and if some effort in legislation 
will be made this session in order to 
assimilate the treatment of Roman 
Catholics under the Declaration to be 
made by the sovereign of this country 
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to that accorded to Roman Catholics by 
the Declaration made on the accession of 
new Chiefs in the Protestant German 
Empire, and to that given to Protestants 
in Roman Catholic France and Austro- 
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| Office Vote will be taken, and whether 

an opportunity will be afforded for full 
| discussion of this Vote, seeing the im- 
| portant changes recommended in the 
| Report of the recent Committee. 


Hungary, even if it is impossible to adopt | 


the equality of the United States. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will not be 
possible, as legislation is arranged this 
session, to comply with the wish of the 
hon. Gentleman. The Committee, to 
which I have more than once referred, 
has now been appointed in another 


place. 


CoLonEL NOLAN: Will it have a 
chance of sitting and reporting in the 
next few months ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot 
imagine that the investigation of the 
Committee will be of a very long cha- 
racter. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
give the House the names of the Com- 
mittee ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have been 
told them, but I have no note of them 
here. No doubt the information will be 
published to-morrow. 


MILITARY LOANS BILL. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to introduce a Military Loans Bill 
this session ; and, if so, what will be the 
nature of its proposals, and will it be 
brought forward at a period sufficiently 
in advance of the close of the session to 
ensure it receiving adequate considera- 
tion and discussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : It is our inten- 
tion to bring in a Bill such as that to 
which the hon. Gentleman refers, but I 
cannot give any undertaking as to the 
date on which it is to be brought in. 


WAR OFFICE REPORT. 
CapTaINn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can state when the War 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
|any pledge such as the hon. Gentleman 
requires. I may remind him and the 
House that the Committee to which he 
refers was not a Committee appointed by 
this House, but a Committee appointed 
by my right hon. friend ; and I venture 
to think that, until my right hon. friend 
has had an opportunity of considering 
the Report and how far it seems to him 
that its recommendations should be 
carried into effect, we ought not to have 
a discussion in this House. 

COST OF ENGLISH AND SCOTCH 

POLICE. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Treasury whether 


he will give the Return respecting the 


cost of police in England and Scotland, 
notice tor which stands on to-day’s 
Paper. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think the hon. Member will find the 
information he desires in the annual 
Report of Police, England and Wales 
(Parliamentary Paper 181, of 1900), 
Tables VLB and VIL, and in the 
Annual Report of H.M. Inspector of 
Constabulary for Scotland (C. 548 of 
1901), Tables J. and 11. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
May I ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he can inform the House as to the 
course of business for next week. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The general 
business of next week will be the con- 
sideration of the Finance Bill in Com- 
mittee. But it is extremely important 
in the interests of the Factory Bill that 
without any unnecessary delay it should 
be referred to a Grand Committee, and 
I hope the House will consent to give me 
that Bill at a relatively early period. I 
will put it down as the first Order on 
Monday, and I hope I may be allowed 
to get it by 7 o'clock. 
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*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 58.) : | 
When does the right hon. Gentleman | 
propose to take Irish Supply ? Will he | 
put down the Vote for the Land Judges 
Court early ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon) : 
When is it intended to take the Loan 
Bill of the Chancellor of the Exchequer ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say | 
when the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
Loan Bill will ;be taken, but it will not 
be taken during the discussion in Com- 
mittee on the Budget. Neither can [| 
sav what days will be allocated to Irish 
Supply, but I have always been anxious 
to meet the convenience of hon. Members 
on both sides in determining what | 
Estimates shall be put down, and I shall | 
not depart from that rule. | 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he can say when he 
proposes to allocate another Friday 
evening to Scotch Supply. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There must 


he another day for the discussion of the 


Scottish Estimates, but I cannot give an | 


assurance when that day may most 
conveniently be fixed. 


NAVAL WORKS AT GIBRALTAR. 
{MoTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. | 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg toask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the dangers to which 
works on the western side of the Rock of 
Gibraltar are exposed, His Majesty’s 
Government have, since 30th March | 
last, suspended the prosecution of any of 

the works on that side of the rock sanc- 

tioned by the Naval Works Act, 1896 ; 

and, if so, will he state what are the works 

the prosecution whereof has been so 

suspended. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
my hon. friend, I have to say that, as 
regards the works which are in process 
of construction, I understand that neither 
he nor anybody else has desired that they | 
should be suspended. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES dissented.~ | 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is what I 
understood. As regards the works 
which have not been commenced in situ, 
the First Lord of the Admiralty has done 


all that is possible, short of breaking con- 
| tracts, to prevent progress with the works 
| pending the final decision of the Govern- 
'ment. I may say that the final Report of 
ithe Committee, of which at one time 


my hon. friend was a Member, was only 
received on 15th Mav, and that since 
15th May the Commander-in-Chief 
and the Senior Admiral on the Mediter- 
ranean Station have had to be consulted. 
So that there has been no long delay. 
The Government have nothing whatever 
to conceal from the House in this matter, 
and I hope that at an early date a full 
statement may be made on the subject 
to the House. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But can my 
right hon. friend not give me an assur- 
ance that these works will be stopped ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not as to 
the works in process of completion ; 
but I have told my hon. friend 
that everything short of breaking con- 
tracts has been done with regard to the 
other works. I only ask my hon. friend 
to wait a few days until the Government 


‘are in a position to state to the House 


exactly how matters stand and the 
reasons which have induced them to 
adopt their policy. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then I 
shall be obliged to ask leave to move the 
adjournment of theHouse. Perhaps I may 
ask my right hon. friend a question, the 


|answer to which, I trust, will make it 
/ unnecessary for me to move the adjourn- 


ment of the House. I think my right 
hon. friend has misapprehended me. 
The works referred to in my question 
were the works recommended for aban- 
donment by the unanimous Report of the 
Committee on March 30th, whether 
they have been begun or not. No re- 
striction was made at all in that Report. 
That being so, what I wish to ask is, 
Can my right hon. friend give me the 
assurance that all such works will be 
abandoned ? That will content me for 
the moment. If not, can he say when 
the statement he has said he hopes to 
make will be made, and whether it will 
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be made in such circumstances as would 
give me an opportunity of raising the 
whole question in this House? If so, 
I will not move the adjournment of the 
House. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Cannot the 
whole matter be discussed on the Naval 


Works Bill ! 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not sure 
whether it ean. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: It cannot. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a ques- 
tion of order on which [| am not an 
authority, and I have not had an oppor- 
tunity otf making inquiries which would 
enable me to make even an unauthorita- 
tive statement upon the subject. As 
regards what has fallen from my hon. 
friend, | understand that as far as the 
works to which he refers go, they have 
been stopped as far as it is possible to 
stop them without breaking contracts. 
More than that cannot be done until the 
Government have given a decision upon 
the whole question. That decision will 
be come to, I believe, in a very few days, 
and then it will be the business of the 
Government to acquaint the House 
generally with the decision arrived at. 
My hon. friend goes on to ask when that 
statement will be made, and whether 
there will be an opportunity of discussing 
it. At all events, there will be the same 
opportunity which my hon. friend has 
to-night, but under much better cireum- 
stances. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: There may 


be a blocking motion. 


Mr. DILLON : You blocked the farm- 


burning in South Africa motion. 


Mz. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 


that is a contingency that is very likely | 
to arise, but I think probably I shall 


be able to give the House an opportunity. 
At any rate, my hon. friend will benefit, 
because no discussion this evening can 
be operative. The House must wait 
for the final decision of the Government, 
and until we have come to a decision 
the question must be left very much 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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where it is. Therefore I hope my hon, 
friend will take the answer I have given 
him, at all events provisionally. | 
understand the question can be discussed 


on the Naval Works Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: My right 
hon. friend has given me no assurance 
whatever as to when he will make this 
statement, or as to whether I shall have 
an opportunity of discussing the whole 
matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Does my hon. 
friend wish me to name the day and the 
hour? | have said it is under the con- 
sideration of the Government, and their 
decision will be given very shortly. 
Surely, that ought to satisfy my hor. 
friend, 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will my 
right hon. friend undertake that | shall 
have an opportunity of discussing the 
matter? If I cannot get that under- 
taking I shall move the adjournment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [I understand from 
what has been said that money for 
the works which the hon. Member 
wishes to be abandoned will have to be 
voted in the Naval. Works Bill. In 
that case, of course, the hon. Member 
will have an opportunity of discussing it. 
[ only intervene because this point was 
referred to as raising a question of order. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I think that 
will not meet the ease. I should have 
a right to discuss the application of that 
money, but I wish to have an opportu 
nity of discussing the method in which 
this Committee and its Report have been 
handled. If my right hon. friend would 
give mean assurance that I shall have 
an opportunity of discussing the whole 
matter, I will abstain from moving 
the adjournment. [Opposition cries of 
*Move.”] If not. I will ask the per- 
mission of the House. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I beg to ask my right hon. 
friend whether I understood him correctly 
that, in the event of this matter being 
precluded by one of these motions 
known as “ blocking notices,” he would 
take care that a full and legitimate 
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opportunity was afforded to the hon. 
Member as soon as possible. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is perfectly | 


plain to the House, after what I have 
said, that the Government have no 
desire to conceal anything from the 
House in this matter. We mean to 
make a clean breast of it, and the House 


will, of course, have an opportunity of | 


discussing it. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I have only 

one question to ask my right hon. 
friend. Will he undertake meantime 
to stop the works recommended for 
abandonment by the Committee on 
March 30th 2? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot under- 
take to break contracts. I think my 
hon. friend must feel that in making 
any such demand upon me he is making 
a most unreasonable demand. 


Mr. Gipson Bow es then asked 
leave to move the adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of discussing a 
definite matter of urgent public im- 
portance, viz., “the conduct of His 
Majesty’s Government in refusing to 
give any undertaking to suspend the 
prosecution of certain works on the 
western side of the Rock of Gibraltar 
which are exposed to serious dangers ” 
but the pleasure of the House not having 
been signified, Mr. SPEAKER called on 
those Members who supported the 
motion to rise in their places, and not 
less than forty Members having accord- 
ingly risen— 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Sir. I move 

that this House do now adjourn. I do 
so with great reluctance, and only 
because I have been refused anything 
like an assurance that an opportunity 
would be given for the discussion of this 
matter. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not so. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That is my 
understanding of the statement the 
right hon. Gentleman has made. As 
I understand him, he has not given me 
any assurance that I shall have, on a 
definite occasion, some opportunity of 
discussing this subject. I may be mis- 
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| taken, but that is my belief. I regret 
| very much to have to discuss the subject 
| of Gibraltar at all in this House, and I 
only do it because of the danger involved 
and the delay imported into it. I regret 
especially to have to discuss it on a motion 
like this, and only do it on account of the 
great urgency of the matter. No doubt 
it is inconvenient in every way to ask the 
House to adjourn. It is a false issue, 
_and does not represent the real question 
at issue. But it is an occasion which, 
in the wisdom of the House, has been 
provided for precisely such cases as this, 
where matters are being prosecuted, 
which there is no other way of put- 
ting an end to. When I _ have 
finished—I shall be short, and shall 
only make those remarks which will 
enable the House to understand the 
position of the subject—I think the 
House will see that this is a legitimate 
occasion on which to raise this matter. 
In two words, my case is'this. His 
Majesty’s Government are prosecuting, 
contrary to the unanimous Report of a 
Committee appointed by themselves, 
works which that Committee recom- 
mended on 30th March should be aban- 
doned. There was no question in that 
Report whether the works were begun or 
not begun. They were all begun. There is 
no question of the breaking of contracts, 
because I shall show the House that the 
contracts contain a provision enabling the 
Government to abandon any part of 
the work. My belief is that the Govern- 
ment are not conscious of the danger 
involved in these works, or of the urgency 
of stopping them, not for want of in- 
formation of the most serious and 
disquieting character, not from want 
of the Report of the Committee, but |] 
fear for the want, which has distinguished 
them more than once, of understanding 
the full importance of the information 
they had in their possession. I must 
go over a short history to make the 
House understand the matter. The 
| House will remember that in 1895, 
under the late Government, a proposal 
was made to build at Gibraltar certain 
moles for torpedo defence, and one dock, 
at a cost of a million and a half. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman the Member 
for North Galway and a late Member 
of the House, Captain Bethell, did at 
the time object, on the ground that, 
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since guns had obtained a range of| mittee of which I was a member to be 
10,000 yards, such works would be| abandoned, which were not abandoned 
exposed to fire from the land. I]and which are being continued to this 
supported the scheme, but if I}day. I became anxious about this 
had known then, as I know now,!| matter last autumn. In November I 
that Sir Andrew Clarke had reported | wrote a letter to The Times. On 10th 
against any such scheme, and that! December I put a question in this 
Major-General Crease and Colonel Buckle House. At the same time !I wrote 
had also reported against it, | should | privately to the First Lord of the Trea- 
have hesitated. But I did not hesitate|sury. I also wrote to and saw the First 
because I did not then know what I have | Lord of the Admiralty, and appealed to 
learned since. All the import and the| him to inquire as to the dangers of the 
meaning of the thing was at the time | works on the western side, and as to the 
hidden. In 1896-97 the great mistake | possibility of making a harbour on the 
was made. Mr. Goschen came down | eastern side, and to suspend the works 
to the House and proposed a much more | then being carried on on the western side 
ambitious scheme than that proposed by | until those inquiries were made. That 
his predecessor. He proposed to increase was the burden of my appeal then, and 
the moles, and also to increase the num-! that is the burden of mv appeal now. 
ber of docks from one to three, and to but the reply was always the same. My 
increase the expenditure from one and appeals for inquiry ‘and suspension 
a half millions to four millions. I main-| were rejected, and the works were 
tained then that was a misapplication of | continued. So impressed was I that 
public money, and had I then known [ went out to Gibraltar in January 
what [ know now | should have ex- Jast, and what I heard in Gibraltar and 
hausted every means at my disposal to Spain impressed me still more, and I 
defeat that scheme. But I did not know, came back more than ever convinced 
and none of us knew what we know now. of the danger of the works on the 
W hat we did not know was that such western side. Then once again I 
heavy guns could be used without forts. appealed to the Government to stop the 
embrasures, or emplacements, and moved | works, and once again did they refuse, 
about, and that if they were fired with | andthen,andonlythen, did I come to this 
smokeless powder they could not be House and to the public. I wrote the 
located. We have since learnt that in pamphlet ‘‘Gibraltara National Danger,” 
1889 from the Boers. in which I pointed out the danger in- 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Every ane f volved on the western side; I alleged 
tress in the Mediterranean is so supplied. that the harbour and works on that 

side would be untenable against fire 
*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Every- from the Spanish land, and that in 
body did not know in 1896 that heavy order to secure them it would be 
guns. six-inch guns, could be moved | necessary to occupy Spanish territory 
about; had become mobile and in-| with a separate army. I pointed out 
visible ; but I think it is only reasonable | that the alleged impossibility of making 
to say that when this knowledge was! a harbour on the eastern side did not 
acquired in 1899 that the Govern-| exist, and that it was possible and 
ment should in 1900 have reconsidered | desirable to make it; but all I con- 
the situation at Gibraltar by the light of | tended for was inquiry and suspension of 
these new facts, should have suspended the work on the western side. My 
these works, and not have waited for! motion upon the subject came on on 
me to bring this matter to their attention. | the 25th of February, and the First 
At that time only £1,000,000 had been | Lord of the Treasury, with complimen- 
spent upon these works ; now £2,000,000 | tary allusions to myself, to which I am 
have been spent, and for the most part little accustomed from that bench, ac 
have been ill spent. In that remark | cepted my motion, and asked me to join 
[ do not intend to include the moles, the inquiry. The right hon. Gentle- 
which [ think are defensible. [ am man accepted it to my great. relief, 
dealing now only with certain works, because then as now I did not desire to 
which were recommended by the Com-| discuss that subject in this House. I 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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have throughout sought to avoid dis- 
cussion in this House, and I withdrew 
my motion with the greatest possible 
pleasure. I doubted indeed whether I 


ought to join the Committee, but after | 


the support which I had received from 
the House I thought it was my duty to 


return to Gibraltar and do what [) 


could to assist in solving the problem, 
aad the next day, theretore, I accepted 
the offer of the Government to serve on 
the Committee. 


After I had joined that Committee | 
something strange happened which. 
made me fear that the Committee 


might prove abortive, and I might} 


have to come back to this country 
after the inquiry was over with 
nothing done and no result to show, 
and under those circumstances [ thought 
it proper to reserve my right to make, in 


such an event, the statement which [| 


owed to this House. Now we have been 


told continually that this was no Com- | 
But it has always been called | 


mittee. 
a Committee; it was called a Committee 
bythe First Lord of the Admiralty when 


I was asked to join it ; then it was said | 
there was to be no reference, but there | 


hasbeen a reference. The First Lord of the 
Admiralty explained that he gave the 
Committee six questions to reply to; 
that amounted to a reference, and the 
reply to those six questions is in fact the 
Report of the Committee. [again went to 
Gibraltar, and the men with whom I was 
associated there were most distinguished 
men; they were Admiral Sir Harry 


Rawson, the Commander of the Channel | 


Fleet, General Sir William Nicholson, and 
Mr. Mathews, of the firm of Coode and 
Mathews, a man most eminent in his 
profession, and whose firm has long had 
relations with the Government. It is 
not my decision which I am now going 
to present to the House, but the decision 
of those three experts based upon the 
information which we 
Gibraltar. For ten days we did most 
strenuous work. Although I felt the 
want of certain necessary documents for 
which I had applied, but which I have 
never received, yet what we heard out 
there and ascertained was enough. We 
found that, in the opinion of the highest 
military authorities, occupying most 
important positions which gave them a 
most direct right to speak with authority 
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' danger which I alleged was admitted, nay, 
asserted to exist. The only difference 
between the statementsin my pamphlet 
and the views of these military experts 
_was that they went a great deal further 
than I had ventured to go. They ad- 
mitted that the western side was unten- 
able from fire to which no reply could be 
made, and also that the only way of 
protecting these works on the western 
side of Gibraltar was by occupying 
Spanish territory by a large separate 
army of, asI judged, at least 30,000 
or 40,000 men; the only difference 
between us was that they put the 
territory to be occupied at a larger area 
than I. What these authorities said was 
indeed not new. It was already 
' published by myself in my pamphlet. 
But they confirmed it with greater 
emphasis and more authority. 

Strong things had been said _ of 
me by the Ministerial press. It was 
said I was a vain alarmist. It has 
been proved that I am nothing of the 
kind. It was said that I quarrelled with 
the Committee, but the evidence of one 
of that Committee was that he had seen 
few Committees where there was so little 
disagreement. We came to a unanimous 
conclusion on the 30th of March; we 
replied to the six questions in un- 
equivocal terms, and, in addition, Ad- 
miral Rawson sent home a personal 
private Report to the Admiralty, which 
was exactly the same in effect, but 
which was more amplified and contained 
more details. It would be obviously quite 
impossible to lay Sir Harry Rawson’s 
Report upon the Table, but it is possible 
to lay the Report of the whole Committee 
embodied in the answers to the six ques- 
tions asked of the Committee, and they 


ought to be, and sooner or later 
must be laid before the House. 
There is nothing in them which, 


in my opinion, could injure the public 
service. I shall not state what the 
exact character of the Report is ; I have 
said that it was unanimous, and the 
House knows my views about Gibraltar, 
and they know the strenuous way in 
which I have held to that opinion, 
and they may judge what the character 
of that Report was when I say that | 
| agreed not only to the recommendations, 


| but to every word of that Report, andthat 
' M 
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I adhere to that Report. I will give the 
answer to one question of that Report. 
We unanimously recommended that 
dock No. 2 on the western side 
should be abandoned, that one-third 
of the workshops on the same side 
should be abandoned, and that all the 
store houses there should be abandoned. 
I tell the House that because it is on that 
article of the Report that I found 
my motion. It is because that recom- 
mendation has not been carried out, 
in spite of all my _ representations, 
because, after a long official correspond- 
ence, I have been unable to get it carried 
out, and because I have come to the 
conclusion that the Government do not 
mean to abandon the works which were 
recommended to be abandoned, but are 
still continuing them, and are thus 


adding to the dangers already existing | 


at Gibraltar, that I have felt forced to 
make my motion to-day. 

The House may be told that if 
these works are discontinued, as 
recommended by the Committee, 
only a small sum will be saved. 
Well, the sum that could be saved 
by abandoning the works has according 
to the official 
creased ever since the first time I went 
away from England. At first it was 
estimated that £900,000 would be saved ; 
when I left Gibraltar it was put at 
£500,000; and now it is said to be 
£300,000. But £300,000 is not a small 
sum, and, even if it were, it is not so much 
the sum that I wish to save as the extra 
risk that is incurred by continuing the 
works. 
those works, every sovereign paid for 
them, adds to the dangers which are 
being built up around Gibraltar. It may 


also be said, as has indeed been sug- | 


gested already, that to stop these works 
would be to break the contract. The 
right hon. Gentleman cannot have read 
the contract. Clause 78 of the contract 
states that “ the work will be carried out 
and paid for by measurement,” and 
Article 50 declares that “if the Lords of 
the Admiralty shall at any time think 
fit to make any alterations in addition 
to, or to omit or abandon any part of 
the works, they shall be at liberty to 
do so’’; and Article 83 provides that 
“should the work or any part of it be 
altered, extended, or diminished, or 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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view persistently de-| 


Every stone that is added to) 
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should any item of the work 
described and provided for in the 
schedule of prices be omitted, so that 
a greater or less quantity of any par- 
ticular class of work, material, or labour 
be executed as required, the same rates 
shall apply, and such quantity or such 
work or class of work only as is actually 
| executed or supplied will be paid for at the 
rates of the schedule of prices, and the 
contractor shall not be entitled to any 
additional compensation on account of 
such alteration, extension, Omission or 
| diminution.” It is perfectly plain that 
ithe Government felt, as prudent men 
| would feel under such circumstances, 
| that they might at some time require to 
| abandon some part of the work, and that 
| they retained the power to do so, and the 
'contractor has expressly agreed that he 
should not be therefore entitled to com- 
| pensation. Consequently the answer to 
‘the recommendations of the Committee 
|that they would involve breach of 
'eontract falls completely to the ground. 
| The Report of the Committee answered 
five out of the six questions. The sixth 
/dealt only with figures which one of 
| the Committee alone, the engineer, could 
‘answer, and since the Committee 
/returned to London that question also 
has been answered by the engineer. 

As I have said, on the 30th of 
March we arrived at a unanimous 
|conclusion. Each one of the answers 
sent home from Gibraltar as our Report 
was complete, absolute, exhaustive, 

| definite, and final, and, having reached 
‘that point, I was perfectly satisfied, and 
[ returned convinced that the Govern- 
'ment, with the absolutely unanimous 
| reportof such a Committee beforeit, would 
| not hesitate to act immediately upon it. 
I understood that the whole matter 
| dealt with by the Committee must neces- 
‘sarily come before the whole Cabinet, 
and I felt that the decision upon it must 
| necessarily be the decision of the Govern- 
| ment asa whole, and that to arrive at that 
| decision would no doubt take time. The 
| House can have no idea of the extreme 
|gravity of the dangers involved. The 
|Government have an idea, but the 
| House has not ; but I assure the House 
they are very grave indeed. I felt that 
the final decision of the Government 
must take time. But surely the essential 
thing was to act forthwith on the 
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‘recommendation of the Committee by at | made that remark. NowI heard the term 


once suspending the works they had |’ final Report ” used. What is the final 
recommended to be abandoned. To con-| Report? If the final Report be some 
tinue them is positively to anticipate, | document drawn up by the three gentle- 
forestall, and coerce the Cabinet in their | men—or a lesser number—no doubt much 
decision. It places upon the Cabinet the | more distinguished and more capable 
weight of a decided fact, and renders it | than I am—who have remained onthe 
more difficult—impossible, perhaps—for | Committee—[“‘ No, no.” |—I do not for 
them to come to an unfettered decision. | a moment pretend to compete with them 
That is where the urgency arises. If || in the qualities required for the con- 
could have obtained an assurance that | sideration of this matter, but they are 
these particular works would be aban- | not more competent than I am to decide 
doned or were suspended, I would not | whether a man ought to alter a Report 
have come before the House with this | after he has made it—I say that if it be 
motion to-day. That is my case. But|that those gentlemen who remained on 
I ought to add a word. No question | the Committee have made a Report which 
eVer arose as to the adequacy or finality | agrees with the Report they agreed with 
of the Report of 30th March until some | me in making at Gibraltar, well and good; 
time after the Committee had returned to | there is nothing to be said. But if théy 
London. On the return of the Com- | have madea Report suchas was suggested 
mittee to London the official members | to me, varying and altering the previous 
of the Committee communicated with | Report, and thus making an entirely new 
their official friends and superiors, and | Report of it, then it seems to me that 
came possibly under official influence. | such a document is of no value and 
[Cries of “Oh, oh.”] Well, perhaps it | can have no effect, being, as it is, a con- 
was not so, but at any rate the Committee | tradiction of the Report made by those 
returned to London, where they held| very three gentlemen—if they be 
two or three meetings to consider matters | three—plus the fourth at Gibraltar. 
not immediately referred to in the ques- | I do not know if I require any justification 
tions put to them. What was my sur-| for the urgency and persistency with 
prise, when, after some of their meetings | which I have brought this matter for- 
had been held, I received a proposal to| ward. Ihope not. I may have mistaken 
vary and rewrite the Report. It was | the right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
proposed to me to withdraw some of the | of the Treasury. He thinks he did give 
recommendations made in the unani-| me a definite promise of an opportunity 
mous Report of the 30th of March, to | for discussion. I thought he did not. 
introduce other recommendations in| [ can assure him and the House that if 
their place, and, finally—most_ irrele- | he gives me in the course of this discussion 
vantly in my opinion—to justify the |a promise that the Report will be carried 
extension of the work made in 1896 and | out, I will at once withdraw my motion. 
1897, and the author of that extension. | [ do not know whether the House under- 
to which, as I believe, the major part of | stood the right hon. Gentleman to defi- 
the dangers at Gibraltar are to be attri-| nitely promise a discussion. [* No.”] 
buted. That seemed to me to be a pro-| I certainly did not, and I can assure the 
posal which amounted to trifling with an | House that I have brought forward this 
important matter. It was an invitation! proposal with great regret. It has 
to the Committee and to myself to | pleased the Ministerial press to insinuate 
stultify ourselves. It seemed to me a | that myrepresentations wereexaggerated, 
humiliating proposal, and I not only | but they have been more than confirmed 
would not agree to it, but I would not | by the Committee itself, and by important 
entertain it for a moment, and I at} Reports of the highest possible autho- 
once resigned my position on the Com-| rities. Those Reports are in the posses- 
mittee. I do not know what remains of | sion of His Majesty’s Government. It 
the Committee now. [Laughter.] I left | has been insinuated that I could not 
three. I trust the House will not make | agree with the Members of the Committee, 
this a laughing matter. It may be that | but the House knows that up to the 
one or possibly two other members have | time the Report was made I agreed with 








left it. Ido not know. That is why 1|\them as well as any man could agree 
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with his colleagues on a Committee. 
We were unanimous, and it is only since 
the proposal to vary the Report that | 
have come to a breach. It has pleased 
His Majesty’s Government to treat this 
matter sometimes with pleasantry, and 
me with attempts at ridicule. I have 
been called a corsair, and I am proud of 
the name. A corsair is a_ privateer, 
and a privateer is a man who fights 
the public battles at his own cost and 
charges, and very often to his own 
great loss. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PretyMay, Suffolk, Wood- 


bridge): A corsair is a pirate. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The Civil 
Lord of the Admiralty says that a 
corsair is a pirate; he therein shows 
his competency to be anything but 
a Civil Lord of the Admiralty. Let me 
tell the hon. Gentleman that the differ- 
ence between a corsair and a pirate is 
the same as that between a special police- 
man and a burglar; and if he does not 
understand that, let me commend him 
to the works on international law. I 
am not displeased at being. called- a 
corsair, or with the other allusions of a 
more or less humorous and disagreeable 
character which have been made to myself. 
What I do complain of is that this matter 
should be treated as trivial, and of no im- 
portance or urgency ; that the one recom- 
mendation of the Committee which, if 
acted upon at all, required to be acted 
upon at once, has not been acted upon ; 
and that up to this moment I have not 
been able to get any assurance that it 
will be. I ask for the communication to 
the House of the Report of the Committee. 
Again I say it could be perfectly well com- 
municated—every word of it—without 


any public inconvenience whatever. If His | 


Majesty’s Government refuse to commu- 
nicate that Report, they will compel the 
House, through lack of information, 
to acquiesce in the continuance of works 
in regard to which I am sure the House 
would not so acquiesce if they had the 
Report before them. 
tion. If the Report were produced we 
should see whether the House would agree 
to continue the works. 
would not. In the meantime it is not 


right, it is not respectful to the Committee, 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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‘it is not fair to the Cabinet, which will. 


That is the situa- | 


[am certain they | 
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have to decide this question, to continue 


-works which are of so dangerous and. 


serious a nature. 


I have other strange matters which 
I might bring before the House in 
connection with the conduct of this 
Committee, but I would rather not. 
_This matter arose in Parliament; a 
motion was made in this House, and 
withdrawn on condition of this Com- 
mittee being appointed. Parliament 
therefore has a right to information, 
and it seemed to me that it was my duty 
to give some account of my conduct. 
and of the progress of the work I had 
undertaken. I have given that account 
to-night so far as I have been forced, 
but I have not told all. I have told only 
what was absolutely necessary. I have 
given some part of the story to-night, 
not because I was indisposed to keep the 
whole of it locked in my own breast, 
but only because I have been more and 
more impressed with the urgency of the 
necessity of the Government stopping 
these works. I am not prepared to 
keep Gibraltar at the pleasure of any 
Power or Powers. I cannot acquiesce 
in a policy which involves that ; I am not 
prepared to hold it under conditions 
which cause it to be not strong enough 
to protect itself without the aid of a 
separate army sent out from England. 
I am not prepared, therefore, to acquiesce 
in the continuance of works every brick 
of which helps the creation of that situa- 
tion and increases the danger. Observe 
how the plot is thickening. Strange 


things are going on in Morocco, in regard’ 


to which Gibraltar is a most potent ele- 
ment,and may becomethe most important 
factor. Strange deficiencies andomissions, 
if we may believe the Pall Mall Gazette, 
{that most subservient of Government 
organs——are occurring in connection 
with the Mediterranean Fleet, which 
also-is a factor that cannot be left out of 
sight, nor Gibraltar in connection with 
it. Finally, strange things are happening 
on the Continent of Europe which, if 
this unhappy war should not soon come 
to an end, may give us cause to think of 
| other things even than sending reinforce- 
ments to Lord Kitchener. A situation 
is arising, or has arisen, which makes it 
very necessary to deab with this matter, 
I am perfectly certain the Government 
| 








317 


mean 
has 0 
“pire. 
ment 
great 
jimmi 
Gibri 
drifti 
jt im 
and t 
them 
mati 


ME 


* MF 
the 1 
to co 
mitte 
down 
the I 
to if 
this 

ment 
ange: 
but 

right 
with¢ 
have 
hon. 
appet 
stop 
recon 
a que 
those 
mitte 
aban 
realit 
when 
belie 
drew 
His | 
appe 
fails, 
capac 
Of ¢ 
t © 
outsi 
feel 

that 
work 
as e& 
whie 
whic 
futur 
nised 
perse 
J hay 











I have never come to this House without 








‘317 Naval Works {13 JunE 1901} at Gibraitar. 318 


mean well. But many a Government! previously exhausting every means in 
has meant well which has ruined an Em-| my power in the endeavour to procure 
pire. I am confident that the Govern-| the doing of that which J consider 
ment do not even now appreciate the) necessary. I did so before I made my 
great urgency of this matter er the| motion in February. I have done so 
imminenee of the dangers to which|now. Now, as then, it is only because 
Gibraltar is exposed. We are silently His Majesty’s Government leave me 
drifting into a position which may make | without any hope of their doing the 
it impossible to diminish these dangers thing that I hold to be most urgently 
and to afford an adequate remedy for the necessary that I appeal to the House. 
them. The Government refuse infor-| Whatever happens, | cannot leave this 
mation to the House———- question. I shall feel it my duty to 
|ezhaust every means to stop these 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR dissented. 'works which perpetuate and increase 
‘the vulnerability of Gibraltar, make it 


*\Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Well. ; | 2 temptation and a bait to the enemies 
the right hon. Gentleman will promise of England, and transform it from a 
to communicate the Report of the Com- defence and a strength into a snare and a 
mittee to the House, I will at once sit | danger to the Empire. I beg to move. 


down. I know perfectly well the decision | 
the House and the country would come | 
to if they had that Report. 1 make 
this appeal to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I know a certain amount of 
anger has been aroused over this matter, Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The _ hon. 
but I repeat that it is only because, Gentleman had told us, not once but 
rightly or wrongly, I think I am left) many times, in the course of the speech 
without any other opportunity, that I, which he has just delivered, that he 
have taken this course. I beg the right | rises with the greatest reluctance, that 
hon. Gentleman to believe that. I he speaks very much against the grain, 
appeal to His Majesty’s Government to | and that nothing but the coercing sense 
stop these particular specified works | of public duty has induced him to break 
recommended for abandonment. It isnot | silence at the present moment. Never 
a question of those which are begun and ' did anyone do violence to his own 
those which are not begun. The Com- inclination in a worse cause than my 
mittee definitely recommended their hon. friend. [“ Oh!”] I do not know 
abandonment whether begun or not. In| whether most to regret the occasion on 
reality they are all begun, and were which he has thought fit to make the 
when the final contracts were made, I speech to which we have listened, or 
believe, in 1898, and the Committee the substance of a great part of that 
drew no distinction. If my appeal to speech. As regards the occasion, what 
His Majesty’s Government fails, I shall has my hon. friend done? He knows 
appeal to this House. If my appeal here| that he has forced on this debate at a 
fails, I shall appeal, so far as my humble ‘time when the Government have not, 
capacities allow me, to the public at large. and could not have, had time to come 
Of course, I shall be beaten to-night ;| to a final decision on this most impor- 
I may fail here, I may fail| tant question. [‘*Why?”] He knows 
outside; but at any rate I shall that there has been no undue delay in 
feel that I have done my duty, | coming to that decision, and I have 
that I have done my best to stop the explained to the House the dates which 
works, and to procure such remedy | amply prove that proposition. The final 
as could still be found for the danger Report of this Committee was only given 
which now may be ignored, but to the Admiralty on the 15th of last 
which I am perfectly certain in the month. It had to be considered not 
future will be only too bitterly recog-| only by the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
nised. I have thought it my duty to! but by the Board of Admiralty, and by 
persevere with this matter up to now. the military and naval heads of the 
services at Gibraltar and in the Mediter- 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.’ — 
(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 
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ranean. I told my hon. friend and the 
House, in the plainest language, that 
that decision had not been come to, 
but that it was ripe, and that a very 
few hours or days would elapse before 
we should be in a position to tell the 
House exactly where we stood in this 
matter. But my hon. friend was 
bursting with his speech. He could 
not restrain himself even for the few 
days for which I asked him to wait. 
He must needs force this debate on us 
at a time most inconvenient to the 
House—[** No.”’|—for the discussion of 
this great problem—not inconvenient 
with regard to the business which we 
have to deal with this evening, impor- 
tant as that business is, but it is most 
inconvenient for the House to be asked 
to discuss a question of Imperial policy 
like this before the Government have 
or could have come to the decision which 
it will be their business to communicate 
to the House and on which the House 
will have to pronounce. 


CoLoneL NOLAN (Galway, 
There have been five years. 


N.): 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not five 
years, or even weeks, since the Com- 
mittee reported. I will not say that this 
is a misuse of the forms of the House ; 
but it is a deplorable exercise of those 
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he does not desire to see completed— 
that is not an inaccurate statement— 
the Government have not given a pledge 
that they shall be abandoned. That is 
perfectly true. We have not given 
any such pledge, and I do not mean to 
give any such pledge, or hint at any 
such pledge this afternoon. But what 
we have done is this. The works to 
which the Interim Report referred to. 
by my hon. friend—— 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : (Dun- 
dee): Interim Report ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will deal 
with that later. What we have done 
is that the expenditure upon the works 
which the Interim Report’ said should 
be abandoned has been stopped, so far 
as it could possibly be stopped. An 
arrangement has been come to with the 
contractor by which he shall not spend a 
single further shilling upon them unless 
he is out of pocket by abstaining from 
doing so. More than that could not 
possibly be done without breaking the 
contract. ‘‘Why do not you break the 
contract 7” is the answer of my hon. 
friend, and he quotes certain clauses 


from the contract indicating in his 


forms for my hon. friend to have taken , 


this step. Before leaving this part of 
the subject, let me point out that this 
question is not merely one of great 
military and naval importance. It is 
one which involves diplomatic considera- 
tions of the gravest delicacy. And when 
my hon. friend volunteers statements 
about invasions of friendly territory, 
and of what might happen in this or 
that event, I think it deplorable—nothing 
less than deplorable—that an hon. Mem- 
ber who is so well 
the difficulties of the position should 


allow himself to start topics and to raise | 


acquainted with | 


controversies of the kind which I have | 
briefly indicated, and on which I shall | 


not say another word. Of what does 


my hon. friend complain? He com- 
plains that in regard to certain works | 
which he does not desire to see com- 
pleted—[Opposition cries of “* The Com- 
mittee ’"]—at all events, works which | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


opinion that under them the works 


could be abandoned. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES was under- 
stood to say that the contract would still 
subsist as regarded the remainder of 
the works, which would be paid for 
at the same price, but the Government 
would have power to omit any portion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
contest that statement at all, but what 
my hon. friend has not realised thor- 
oughly is that to abandon those works 
—to break the contract so far as those 
works are concerned—before we have 
finally decided upon that policy, would 
be absolutely suicidal, because a great 
deal of money has already been spent 
upon them. It is perfectly true that 
the money has not been largely spent 
in situ, but immense sums_ have 
been spent in making the necessary 
preliminary arrangements, purchasing; 
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quarries, collecting plant, and so on, | sent the amount which at the termina- 
before the works could be undertaken. | tion of the contract, or at a later stage 
To break the contract as regards those | of it, would have to be spent and will be 
works would simply mean that in order | spent by the Government with respect 
to save the £300,000 which my hon. | to work carried out before 31st March, 
friend speaks of, a very much larger| 1900. My hon. friend had not suffi- 
sum would have to be thrown into the | ciently considered the character of those 
sea; for a very much larger sum than | contracts when he hazarded that state- 
£300,000 has already been spent indi-| ment to the House. 
rectly upon them. To sacrifice this sum} Now, Sir, I leave the question of 
in order to save £300,000 may be per- | Suspending further work upon docks, 
fectly right if the policy of abandoning | shops, and sheds, and I come to a point 
these works is finally decided upon ; but | which my hon. friend has raised about 
to do so before we have decided on the Report. I used the phrase “* Interim 
abandonment is a course which no sane Report,’ which the hon. gentleman 
Government could possibly pursue. And opposite seemed surprised to hear. He 
what position would the Board of Admi-| may well have been surprised, for 
ralty be in if it broke the contract before never once did the words “ Interim 
the decision of the Government had been | Report” fall from my hon. friend 
come to upon this great military and|in the whole course of his speech. 
strategic question; or if the Govern-| What is the view which any hon. Gentle- 
ment decided, as very likely they may, man must have carried away from this 
that the works should be proceeded | debate if he had only listened to the 
with ? Surely as much has been done’ version given of this Report by my hon. 
as can be done in the circumstances when | friend ? [ believe the impression which he 
we have come to an arrangement with would have carried away would have 
the contractor by which not a shilling been this—that the four gentlemen, the 
is to be spent upon these works except so distinguished engineer, the distin- 
far as may be necessary to prevent the | guished sailor, the distinguished soldier, 
contractor’s being out of pocket. As I | and the no less distinguished Member of 
am on the subject of the contract, I; Parliament who went out to investigate 
may incidentally remark that I believe | matters at Gibraitar had come to a unani- 
my hon. friend is entirely wrong when | mous and final decision upon this ques- 
he says that only one million had been | tion ; that, having come to that unani- 
spent on these works in 1900. Only a| mous and final decision, they returned 
million had been paid, but a great deal | home, and the soldier, sailor, and engi- 
more had been spent by the contractor, | neer were got at—to put it mildly—by 
who would finally have to be reimbursed | the Admiralty; but the impeccable 
in the ordinary course for the expendi-| honesty, the sterling, solid, self-con- 
ture he had incurred. i trolled Member of Parliament [“ Oh "| 
| resisted all those official blandishments 


e iia tat ove : |and declined to submit to a revision of 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I relied upon| 51, Report, which up to that point had 


the Return presented to the House. | been considered as final. That would 
| be the view taken away by any gentle- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Did that! man of this transaction. But that view 


Return say how much had been spent ? | is entirely inaccurate. The original 
| Report was an Interim Report. I think 


| oe hd » ] . . 
| the word ‘‘ Interim ”’ occurs in it. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The Return 
gives the amount of money spent up to 
the 31st March, 1900, and the amount is! *Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
£1,194,453. right hon. Gentleman look at the Report 
and see if he can find that word ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is per- 
fectly true. That is the amount of| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Report is 
money spent by the Government in pay- | an Interim Report. [Opposition cries of 
ing the contractor. It does not repre- ‘‘ No, no,” and “ Read it.”] There are 
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two, or certainly there was one, of the | may fill the history of the next ten years. 
questions which the Committee did not | Yet we are to wait ten years for the dock 
attempt to answer, which they could not | which my hon. friend desires to have. 
answer on the spot, which they had to} That is his policy, the precious policy 
come home in order to have the infor- | which he presses upon the House. That 
mation to answer, and which had neces- | is his mode of meeting pressing national 
sarily an important bearing upon all | needs and looking after national interests, 
the other questions that had been | This necessity is so great that he must 
answered. What were those questions | needs move the adjournment of the 
which were not answered in the Interim | House a week before the Government 
Report ? They were two questions of | can come forward and make their state- 
great importance. One, the least im-| ment on this question. I cannot con- 
portant, was as to the cost of the works | gratulate my hon. friend upon the sub- 
on the eastern side of Gibraltar; and) stance of the policy which he would 
the other, which was a much more im- | press upon our attention. But there was 
portant question, was as to the time it | something worse in my hon. friend’s 
would take to complete these works. | speech than a mistake in policy. There 
My hon. friend has told us in the course | was an attack upon the honour of those 
of his speech that he thinks undefended | colleagues with whom he tells us he 
docks better than no docks, and he! worked so well. [Cries of “Oh” and 
dwelt in forcible language on the im-| Ministerial cheers.] I call it an attack 
mediate necessity of having at Gibraltar | upon their honour. I do not know 
a place where cur ships may refit, and | what views on that delicate subject are 
which may serve all the purposes in time | held by hon. Gentlemen who interrupt 
of peace, as in time of war, which are| me, but I emphatically call it an attack 
served by a great naval base like Malta. | upon their honour to say that they came 
Supposing that the works on the eastern | to a decision at Gibraltar, and that when 
side of Gibraltar would take ten years— | they came home, and official influence 
no human being would put them at less | was brought to bear on them, they modi- 
than ten years—I do not know whether | fied that decision. 
my hon. friend has any information on | 
that point, as he left the Committee| *Mr, GIBSON BOWLES: I never said 
before they entered upon that part of the | that, 
investigation—— | 
| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If my hon. 
*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg your | friend did not mean that by his insinua- 
pardon. The question of estimated cost tion, what did he mean ? 
and estimated time had been dealt with. 
The estimated period was previously} *Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I neither 
put at twenty-five years, but the engi-| said it nor insinuated it. I do not know 
neer member of the Committee put it at | what decision those three gentlemen 
eight years, plus two years preparations} may have come to, but I know what 
at the Admiralty. decision was proposed to me. 





| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not} Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Anybody who 
believe that anyone would seriously put | heard that part of my hon. friend’s 
the period below ten years. Therefore, | speech in which he described the reasons 
the policy of the Interim Report was to | which induced him to leave the Com- 
keep us with an incomplete base at Gib-| mittee ; anybody who heard that part 
raltar for the purpose of saving £300,000. | of his speech in which he said he would 
I daresay the question of Morocco may be | be humiliated and insulted if he remained 
settled in ten years. A good deal happens|on the Committee ; anybody who re- 





in ten years, and all the mysterious | members that part of his speech in which 
rumours to which my hon. friend refers | he suggested that the other members of 
may have given place to other rumours, | the Committee must have felt them- 
and to other rumours again, and there | selves humiliated had they stayed on 
may be a succession of rumours which | the Committee; anybody who heard 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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the cheers with which those assertions 
were met on the other side of the House, 
can have no doubt, at all events, that 
there was an attack upon the honour of 
these gentlemen and an _ insinuation 
which I regret my hon. friend should 
ever have made against those with whom 
he tells us he lived in the closest amity 
and agreement through all their investi- 
gation at Gibraltar. I think it a de- 
plorable suggestion on my hon. friend’s 
part. Itrust that, if this matter comes 
up again, he will not repeat it. I have 
nothing more to say upon the subject 
except to tell the House that the very last 
thing the Government desire to do is to 
have any secrets from themin this matter. 
We are perfectly conscious that the whole 
subject is surrounded not merely with 
military and naval difficulties, but with 
other difficulties, which make it very 
unfit in some respects for public discus- 
sion within these walls ; and it is a fact 
that in the Reports which have been made 
there are matters which I think ought 
not to be brought before public attention 
at all. I think my hon. friend would 
agree to that. But as regards the sub- 
stance of those Reports, as regards the 
main line of consideration which should 
govern the decision of the Government 


{13 JuNE 1901} 
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and of this House in dealing with this 
question, there is not the slightest 
desire, and there never has been, to have 
secrets or concealment from the House of 
Commons at all. I am sorry that this 
premature and necessarily incomplete 
debate has been forced on by the rash 
action of my hon. friend ; but as it has 
been forced on, I hope | have indicated 
to the House with sufficient clearness 
that there is not the slightest basis for the 
charge against the Government that they 
are endeavouring to conceal anything ; 
that there is no toundation for the sug- 
gestion that in continuing these works 
we have been either committing the 
House or the country to a costly and un- 
necessary policy ; and, above all, there is 
not the slightest foundation for the 
suggestion that the three distinguished 
men, once colleagues of my hon. friend, 
have done anything unworthy of their 
great reputation or which should make 
the opinion they give to the House and 
the whole country “less worthy of respect. 


at Gibraltar. 


Question pute 


The 


Noes, 216. 


House divided :—Ayes, 157 ; 
(Division List No. 251.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc., Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHonHerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, ie 
Barry, E. (C ork, S .) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 
Blaek, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
solton, Thomas Dolling 
Boy le, James 
Srand, Hun. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
branner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 
“Channing, Francis Allston 


Cogan, Denis J. 


Crean, Eugene 


Cullinan, J 


Dillon, John 


Doogan, P. 
Duffy, William 


Emmott, Alfred 


Field, William 


| Gilhooly, James 





Clancy, John Joseph 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 


Crombie, John William 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 


Donelan, Captain A. 
ROR 


Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dann, Sir William 
Elibank, Master of 


Evans, Sir F. H. 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 


Flynn, James Christopher 
| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Gladstone,Rt. HnHerbertJohn | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
, Hammond, John 
| Harmsworth, R. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
| Lough, Thomas 
| Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent 
(Maidstone) | Lundon, W. 
| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Minch, Matthew 
Mooney, John J. 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Murnaghan, George 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


J. 


Leicester 
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Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway ,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
U’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jamos(Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James( Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM( Durham 
Palmer,GeorgeW m. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austen, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. K.R. (Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn.W. W.B.( Hants. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, k. F. (N. Lanc.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’ 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 





{COMMONS} 


Pirie, Duncan V 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Soares, Ernest J. | 
Spencer, Kt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) | 


NOES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 


| Cripps, Charles Alfred | 
| Cross, Herb.Shepherd(Bolton) 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 


, Dalkeith, Earl of 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt.:Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, SirWilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mance. 
Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon | 


| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(Cityo’ Lond. 


| Gordon, HnJE.(Elgin& Nairn) 


Gore, HnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon | 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,SirEW (B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambsz. ) 


| Gretton, John 


Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


| Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd’x 


Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 





at Gibraltar. 


Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.} 
Trevelyan, Charles Phillips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, ‘Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Weir, James Galloway 
| White, George (Norfolk) 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 


Whiteley, George( York, W.R.} . 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Wilson,Chas. Henry(Hull,W.) 
Wilson, HenryJ.(York, W.: .) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Gibson Bowles and Mr. 
M‘Kenna. 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F(Shettield, Brightside) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth, 
Jessel, Captain Herbert M. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 


| Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 


Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 


| Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 3. 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 5.) 
Lowther,RtHnJ W(Cum.Penr 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B(Cambs 
M‘Iver, Sir L.(Edinburgh,W.) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 


| Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charies Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Curhbert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) , 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 


Sadler,Col.Samuel Alexander | 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn. Col. EdwJ. 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romtord) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormekirk 
Stanley,EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggort | 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, RtHnJG(Oxf’rdUniv. ) 


| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
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Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col, William Hall 
Wason,JohnCathcart (Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William Geo. 
Welby,SirChariesG.E. ( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtonund.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset). 


| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm H.(Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





NEW BILLS. 


REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS AND 
DEATHS. 

THE 

N.R., Thirsk): I] 


Lawson, Yorkshire, 


wish to ask the leave of the House to | 


introduce a very short Bill to remove 
certain inequalities with respect to 
districts for registration purposes, and 


the appointment of superintendent regis- | 
| tralia. 
| whether these Acts ought not to have 


trars of births and deaths in certain 
unions. The Government are of opinion, 
and I think the House will also be of 


* . . | 
opinion, that the time has now arrived | 
for reconsidering the temporary arrange- | 


ment established many years ago with | 
regard to superintendent registrars. | | 
think it is a Bill which will provoke no | 
opposition in any part of the House | 


Bill tofamend the Law with respect | 


SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL | 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (MR. GRANT) 


trars of Births and Deaths in certain 


/unions,” presented, and read the first 


time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
208. ] 


COLONIAL ACIS CONFIRMATION. 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): | 
ask the leave of the House to introduce 
a Bill to confirm certain Acts of the 
Colonial Legislatures of New South 
Wales, Queensland, and Western Aus- 
Grave doubts have arisen as to 


been preserved, and it is now desired 
that they should be confirmed by the 
Imperial Legislature. 


Bill to confirm certain Acts of Colonial 
Legislatures, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Secretary Chamberlain, Mr. Attorney 


| General, and Mr. Solicitor General. 


to districts for registration purposes, and | COLONIAL ACTS CONFIRMATION BILL. 


the appointment of Superintendent Regis- | 
trars of Births and Deaths in certain | 


‘To confirm certain Acts of Colonial 


unions, ordered to be brought in by Mr, | Legislatures,” presented, and read the 


Grant Lawson and Mr. Walter Long. 


| first time; to be read a second time 
| upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


| {Bill 209.] 


REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS AND 
DEATHS BILL. 


“To amend the Law with respect to 
districts for registration purposes, and 


the appointment of Superintendent Regis- debate on question (12th June), “ That 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD 
(JOINT COMMITTEE). 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
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Mr. Stuart Wortley be one other Member 
of the Select Committee appointed to 
join with a Committee of the Lords on 
‘Queen Anne's Bounty Board.” 


Supply —Civil 


Question put, and agreed to, 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, “That three be the quorum.” 
--(Sir William Walrond.) 


{COMMONS} 





STEAMSHIP] SUBSIDIES. 


Ordered, That Sir Edgar Vincent be | 
added to the Committee.—(Sir William | 
Walrond.) 


SUPPLY [l0rx Atxorrep Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- | 
rith, in the Chair. | 


CiviL SERVICE Estimates, 1901-2, 


Cass II. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £132,328, | 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete | 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment | 
during the year ending on the 31st day | 
of March, 1902, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Office of the Committee of 
Privy Council for Trade and Subordinate 
Departments, including a Grant-in-Aid.” | 


*Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he desired to move the reduction 
which stood in his name in order to | 
stimulate the Department over which 
the right hon. Gentleman presided into 
a little greater activity in respect to the 
important matter of workmen’s trains. 
This was a thrice told tale in the House, 
and his apology for repeating it must be | 
the extreme urgency and importance of | 
the matter. Under the Cheap Trains | 
Act of 1883, it became incumbent upon 
railway companies to make suitable and | 
adequate provision for supplying work- | 


| full. 
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men’s tickets at reasonable fares, and in 
consideration of that they were to 
receive the remission of the whole 
passenger duty on fares up to a penny 
a mile, and a substantial portion of the 
passenger duty at a lower rate. The 
Act made it obligatory that all com- 
panies should provide sufficient work- 
men’s trains for working men going to 
and from their work at such fares and 
such times after six o'clock in the evening 
and before eight o’clock in the morning 
as appeared to be reasonable. He did 
not suggest that the Cheap Trains Act 
of 1883 had failed, because the contrary 
was the fact. He found that there 
arrived at the London termini of the 
various railway companies in the year 
before the passing of the Cheap Trains 
Act about 8,000,000 working people using 
workmen’s tickets. Inthe year 1896 that 
total had increased to 31,000,000. There- 
fore the Act has been a substantial boon to 
the working classes. There had, however, 
been no uniformity in the practice of 
the great railway companies in issuing 
workmen's tickets. The Great Eastern 
Railway Company in the year 1882 


/issued 2,500,000 workmen’s tickets or 


their equivalent. In 1896 that total 
had increased by 100 per cent., for in 
that year they issued no Jess than 
5,000,000 workmen’s tickets. The Lon- 
don, Chatham, and Dover Railway, 
about which the Housefheard something 
on Tuesday last, issued 1,200,000 work- 


' men’s tickets in 1882, but in 1896 that 


total had only increased to 1,700,000. 
The companies themselves appeared to 
have made a very good thing out of the 
Cheap Trains Act. He gathered from 
The Times report of 28th January, 1891, 
that the then chairman of the Great 
Eastern Railway Company frankly ad- 
mitted that the workmen's trains were 
a source of considerable profit to the 
company if they could run them at all 
He said that if they could carry 
500 workmen in a train they could do 
very well by the process, and in con- 
sideration of these cheap tickets they 
also got a remission of the passenger 
duty. Since the year 1883 that re- 
mission of passenger duty had meant to 
the railway companies a new income of 
not less than £10,000,000, and so far 
as the railways which had their termini 
in London were concerned they had 
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actually received £8,000,000 in remission | 
of passenger duty. 

He had two complaints to make upon | 
this Vote, and he would confine himself 
absolutely to this question of cheap trains. 
His first complaint was that the Board 
of Trade was not active enough in keeping 
the companies up to the mark in their 
supply of cheap trains, and the Royal | 
Commission upon the Housing of the 
Working Classes which sat in 1885 was) 
strongly of that opinion. They urged 
that the Board of Trade should take the 
initiative, and not wait for complaints. 
That was two years after the passing of 
the Act, and a great many things had 
happened since. He thought hon. Mem- | 
bers would agree with him that the 
housing question was very closely con- 
nected with the subject of cheap trains in 
great industrial centres like London. At 
the present time, eighteen years after | 
the passing of the Cheap Trains Act, the 
Midland Railway Company only gave the 
people five workmen’s trains per day, 
the London and North Western eleven, 
and the Great Northern eleven ; but the 
(rreat Eastern provided no fewer than 
104 workmen’s trains. The immediate 
result of this differentiation of policy on 
the part of the Great Eastern Company 
was to create a new overcrowding prob- 
lem in the districts on its lines. The 
eleven workmen’s trains per day given 
by the London and North Western and 
the Great Northern Railway Companies, 
when contrasted with the 104 trains per, 
day given by the Great Eastern Company, 
did not suggest to him that the Board of 
Trade was doing all that it ought to do to 
stimulate railway companies to carry 
out their obligations. The Royal Com- 
mission to which he had alluded found 
that it was the duty of the Board of Trade 
to see that the fullest benefits were | 
secured to the working classes under the 
Cheap Trains Act. 

Another important feature of this. 
question was the fares which were 
exacted from the working classes, more | 
particularly in London. For a return | 


journey of 103 miles each way, the Great | 
Eastern Company charged a fare of 2d., 
the North London Company 2d. for a/| 
return journey of eight miles, and the, 
Metropolitan and Central Electric Rail- | 
way seven miles each way for 2d. But 
Western, the 


the London and North 
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jand South Western, 


‘companies. He 


‘for what they did. 


| ments had altered, 


334; 


Midland, the Great Northern, the London. 
and the Great 
Western charged workmen from two to. 
four times the fares levied by the other 
would give them a 
specific instance. A man could travel 
102 miles out from London on the Great. 
Eastern Railway and it would cost him 1s. 
per week, or 2d. per day. If that man 
wanted to go the same distance on the 
London and South Western Railway it 
would cost him 4s. per week for the same 
journey. That difference meant a great 
deal to a man earning a small wage. 

Another point was with regard to the 
time of running workmen’s trains. The 
Board of Trade should be more active in 
causing the railway companies to carry 
out their obligations. He knew the 
difficulties on account of the smallness 
of the number of London termini. The 
Great Eastern Company had done much 
to meet their obligations, but if the Board 
of Trade would put pressure on the other 
companies relief would be given. Surely 
the Midland could do more ‘than run five 
or ten; and surely the others could do 
more than runeleven trains perday. In 
the case of the Midland Company the latest 

workmen’s train to arrive at their 
terminus was twelve minutes past seven 
in the morning. There were many 

young men and young women engaged 
in business places in the city who did not 
want to be at their places of employment 
until half-past eight or nine o’clock. 

Why should they be compelled to get to 
London at 7.12, to hang about for a 
couple of hours? At Liverpool Street 
Station of the Great Eastern Railway 
they were obliged to come by trains: 
arriving an hour or two before it was 
necessary to reach their places of employ- 
ment. The churches of All Hallows. 

London Wall, and St. Katherine Coleman, 

Fenchurch Street, were thrown open from 

6.30 until 8.30 a.m. to sri wevaah 
and shelter for these young people. All 
honour to the clergy of those churches 
Meanwhile the: 
present Cheap Trains Act was eighteen 

years old. Since then the hours and 

other conditions of many employ- 
more young women 
and girls went out to work than formerly, 

and a new Act was wanted. In any 
event, he suggested that there should be 
an inquiry by a Committee of Members 
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of both sides of the House as to how far 
it might be practicable and expedient 
to do more in the administration of the 
Cheap Trains Act of 1883 to meet the 
wants of the working classes. Let them 
have cheap trains which would bring 
them to their work at a reasonable hour, 
instead of their being landed in London 
an hour or two before it was necessary 
and having to wait about railway stations 


on cold winter mornings before they | 


could begin work. He moved the 


reduction of the Vote by £100, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 


£100, in respect of the Salary of the | 


President of the Board of Trade.”—(Dr. 
Macnamara.) 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
supported the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell in the appeal he had made to 
the President of the Board of Trade. 
The right hon. Gentleman could solve 
this problem with the greatest ease by 
adopting a Bill which he himself had 
before the House. A society had, in 
the interests of the workpeople, at- 
tempted to bring pressure to bear on 
the railway companies to provide more 
suitable cheap trains. But the railway 
companies had the right of appeal to 
the Railway Commission. The 
dure of that Commission was most ex- 
pensive, and this fact had debarred the 
society from taking one course which 
might be open to them. 
companies complained of the difficulty 
of distinguishing those who were working 
people from those who were not. In 
Belgium, on the State railways, working- 
men could travel to and fro for distances 
up to twenty-five miles for 1s. 8d. per 
week. This privilege was open to all 
who were engaged in manual labour 
and under the orders of others. That 
was a proviso which the railway com- 
panies might be prepared to accept in 
making a certain diminution of their 
fares. It would be said that in Belgium 
the majority of the railways were State 
railways, but he found that the private 
railways gave practically the same con- 
cessions. The light railways and the 
tramways also gave facilities at certain 
hours. In France the difficulty as to 


Dr. Macnamara. 


{COMMONS} 


The railway | 
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who were working-men and who were 
not had been overcome by limiting the 
reduced fares to persons who came under 
a certain taxation of, say, 2,000 fr., or 
£80 per year. Owing to an Act passed 
in 1883 certain remissions of Govern- 
ment taxation were given to the railway 
companies. During the past twenty 
years taxation had been remitted to the 
| smount of £10,000,000, and in return 
for this the railway companies were to 
number of trains 
carrying the 





provide a certain 
(up to 8 am. daily for 
| working-classes. A large number of 
those powerful companies had failed 
to carry out their portion of the contract. 
There would be no difficulty, even with- 
out further legislation, in getting some- 
thing done if the President of the Board 
of Trade would place a certain amount 
of pressure on the railway companies 
'to do what was being done in other 
|ecountries. If the right hon. Gentleman 
| would bring pressure to bear on the com- 
panies he could, under the powers of 
ithe Act of 1883, do much to solve the 
| great problem of housing in London. 
| He had no desire to press unduly or 
unfairly on the railway companies. 
They were entitled to as much con- 
sideration as the public whom they 
conveyed ; but his contention was that, 
while the public had held to their part 
of the bargain, the companies had _ not 
held to theirs. 





proce- | 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) supported the claim put forward by 
| the hon. Members for West Newington and 
North Camberwell for more travelling 
facilities for workpeople, and reminded 
the President of the Board of Trade 
{that in all our larger towns there was 
|the same difficulty as was found in 
London. People crowded to the large 
factories. In the northern counties 
there were outlying villages now almost 
deserted in which formerly work was 
carried on by hand; and it would be a 
great advantage to them if workpeople 
could travel night and morning a few 
miles to and from their work on such a 
system as that by which, in Belgium, 
weekly tickets for an eight-miles journey 
were issued for a franc. There were 
also special facilities given in Belgium 
to working-men who used bicycles. He 
thought that in some parts of the country 
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a formal inquiry should be held in order | enter breweries for the purpose of ascer- 
to ascertain the facilities that should | taining the accuracy of the weights and 
be given. | measures of the goods sent out to their 

| customers, in the same way as they 


| ” . . 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said | — the — of be ge village 
he was probably the only Member now me er? He 7: og re — 
in the House who was on the Royal | oth in the House and the country 
Commission which had been referred to. | before, and rin raed bee _ able clearly 
The Commission attached very great sap Aen gai : = uaa rm He 
importance to its recommendations, as belie y pr te te re “get yom ‘ 5 
calculated to solve the great and growing a mtg caageeegs oa ‘d i ht = a 2, 
problem of overcrowding in towns. ‘ tid oie ‘iff ot nan *3 er catia 
Many people who at present used the pei nace iter win ae 4 ~ a ee 
trains provided for the working class | of the country it was not done. 
came to London at seven o’clock in the | 
morning, though their work did not) *Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 
commence till half-past eight or nine. | thamstow) said he wished to join with 
The spectacle of these young men and | the hon, Member for West Newington 
women hanging about for hours was one | and the hon. Member for North Camber- 
to be deplored. To take the people | well in their appeal to the President of the 
afew miles out of town by cheap and con- | Board of Trade to grant an inquiry as to 
venient trains was the means of solving | whether or not the railway companies 
the overcrowding problem. The Great were doing all that was required of them 
Eastern Company had almost reached | in the matter of cheap trains. A great 
the limit of accommodation, and that! deal had been said regarding the Great 
company had much difficulty to contend | Eastern Railway, and as one who had 
with in the access to its London terminus. lived on the Great Eastern Railway 
Other companies must take their share | all his life, and had held a season ticket 
of the burden, and he felt sure the Presi- | for forty years, he might be allowed 
dent of the Board of Trade would give | to speak as to what that railway had done. 
a sympathetic reply to this appeal. He They had done, it was true, an enormous 
felt certain that they were going to deal, but still an enormous deal remained 
have a sympathetic reply, if not a pledge | to be done, knowing as he did what took 
irom the President of the Board of | place in the early hours of the morning 
Trade that he would stir up his Depart- | at: Walthamstow. He believed that the 
ment and see whether something more | Great Eastern Railway would do more 
could not be done to meet those com-| if they could, but he thought he was 
plaints. He knew that the Royal Com-) right in saying that they could not run 
mission depended largely upon the | any more trains between 6 a.m. and 
increased activity of the Board of Trade | 8 a.m. than they did at present. Some- 
to assist them out of the difficulty. thing had been said in the debate about 
Might he make the suggestion to the working girls and women congregating 
right hon. Gentleman that the Govern- in very large numbers at Liverpool Street 
ment should consider seriously the ques- | station at an early hour, because they had 
tion of the purchase of the railways | to travel before 8 o’clock in order to have 
surrounding this great metropolis for the advantage of a cheap ticket, whereas 
the purpose of the transport of workmen | their work oftentimes did not commence 
irom their employment to healthy homes. | before 9.30 or 10. 

He knew that there were railway systems | 


that could be attached without any | Attention called to the fact that forty 
great risk, and that the Government | : 


: ; |Members were not present. House 
would be putting their hands sae almost | counted, and forty Members being found 
the only means of settling the housing bciiiblcoc , 
problem. There was another point to | P 

which he hoped the right hon. Gentleman | 

would give his attention during the | *Mr. DAVID MORGAN (continuing) 
autumn. Why did not the inspectors | said that the question of working girls 
under the Weights and Measures Acts a women, in the position to which he 
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had referred, was one which certainly | which he wished to call attention was the- 


demanded the attention of the Board of | salary of the senior Director of Railways, 
Trade, although the directors of the| which was put down at £1,400 per 
company had opened all their waiting | annum, but there was a footnote with 
rooms except one for their accommoda- | regard to that item, from which he noted 
tion. He had asked the company for | that this gentleman, in addition, received 
certain facilities for working women and £450 a year for retired Army pay. 

girls. He had asked that cheap tickets | 


should be issued to them after eight | “a ae 
o'clock, but he was met with the reply | *Tae CHAIRMAN : Order, order ! The 
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that such special facilities could not be | 
given to women and girls over and above | 
men. No doubt the right hon. Gentle- 
man would be able to state if that were 


reduction has been moved on the salary 
of the President of the Board of Trade, 
and the hon. Member must confine his 
| remarks to that. 


the case. If such special facilities could ; ot ak 
be given it would relieve working women| Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN said he was 
and girls from a great deal of trouble and| under the impression he was dealing 
difficulty. It might be all very well in| with Vote A, but having regard to the 
the summer, but he asked the Committee | remarks of the Chairman, he would not 
to consider what it meant in the depth of proceed with his remarks in that direc- 
winter, when girls had to wait at Liver-| tion, but deal with that matter later on. 
pool Street Station from perhaps 7.30 to! In conclusion, he would only say that, in 
9.30. If the Board of Trade would his opinion, the miserable pittance which 
grant an inquiry as to the extent to the President of the Board of Trade re- 
which the railway companies had met ceived was not sufficient, and if he had 
their obligations regarding cheap trains, been in order he would have been in- 
he was sure that good would result. clined to move an increase, but, unfor- 
There was also another class which tunately, he was not. 

deserved consideration. He referred to! 

lawyers’ clerks, and others, in receiptof| wp HALSEY (Hertiordshire, Wat- 
small salaries, who had to keep up a | ford) said that he could not but agree as 


different appearance from that of the 
ordinary working man, although they 
often received less wages than a skilled 
artisan. Their case was excessively hard. 
He was quite sure that if the Board of 
Trade would only grant an inquiry, 
something might be done to help the 


to the desirability of promoting in every 
possible way cheaper trains for the 
benefit of the working classes, and 
further legislation, as had been suggested, 
‘might be necessary. He thought the 
| mover of the reduction had been a little 
hard on the President of the Board of 


working women and children, and also Trade, and he testified to the assistance 
the other class to which he had re-| 4, had received, not only from that 
ferred, and that a great boon would be | -entleman, et allen Seoon tie predecessor, 
conferred on a very humble but very; when he was engaged in obtaining 
deserving class of workers. | cheaper trains for working classes in his 
| constituency. He had met with every 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) | consideration. No impediment was put 
said that while agreeing with his hon.|in his way, and the success with which 
friends in their demand for better railway | his efforts had been met was entirely 
facilities he desired to direct the attention | due to the assistance he had received 
of the Committee to one matter which | from the right hon. Gentleman and his 


had not yet been mentioned. The Board 


of Trade was the most important Depart- | 


ment in the Government of the country. 
All the knowledge of the trade of the 
world was practically centred in it. 
He called attention to the fact that the 
President of the Board of Trade was the 
lowest paid head of any Department of 
the Government. The main point to 


Mr. David Morgan, 


| predecessor. The hon. Member for West 
Newington was perfectly right when he 
said the real difficulty was the appeal to 
the Railway Commissioners. He thought 
|it was right that there should be an 
impartial tribunal, but he thought the 
cost of that appeal should be somewhat 


the . Railway Commissioners were not 





cheapened. The parties who went before 
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equally matched. On the one and, | quiring whether there is or not on any 
ange got rich esa | rier om and| given railway sufficient accommodation. 
on the other a party of workmen with ae - : 

little money to snus The hon. Member | Dr. MAC NAMARA : That is not 
for West Newington quoted the practice | ™Y proposal. That wee recommenda- 
in Belgium, but he did not think it | %” of the Royal Commission of 1885, 
would be wise to adopt any such definition | which I merely reiterated to-night. 

of workpeople in this country, as it) Mr GERALD BALFOUR: Well, I 
would cut out from all benefit those most | qo not think it would be a convenient 
deserving women and girls who were procedure, nor the procedure contem- 
employed at restaurants. plated by the Act. The wording of the 


CapraIn NORTON said he only pointed | Act clearly shows that it was never 
out that if any difficulty arose it could contemplated that the Board of Trade 
be dealt with in the same manner as in Should, independently of any suggestions 
France, where the rate of wages was from outside, inquire into the accom- 
the basis. . modation provided. Nor would such 
procedure be desirable. What has hap- 

Mr. HALSEY said he was glad to pened ever since the Cheap ‘Trains 
hear the explanation of the hon Member, Act came into force is that representa- 
as it would save much misapprehension. tions have been made either by persons 
It had been said that the congestion on immediately interested or by bodies 
the Great Eastern Railway would be of persons representing such people. 
met if the other railways were to increase Those representations have been taken 
their workmen’s trains, but one must into full consideration by the Board of 
be just, and people could hardly expect Trade, and I can assure the hon. Member 
railway companies to issue cheap tickets if any definite representations are made 
to desolate places in the country in the to us from any quarter we shall be only 
hopes of a workmen's colony growing too happy to thoroughly investigate 
up there ; but when such ademand arose, the facts and if necessary make repre- 
he had no doubt that the right hon. sentations to the railway company. 
Gentleman would do his best to get The hon. Member for Watford has 
that demand granted. spoken of a particular case with which 

he was intimately connected. Repre- 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD sentations were made to the Board of 
or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Ba.trour, Trade, which investigated them and 
Leeds, Central): [ have no reason to then negotiated with the railway com- 
complain of the tone which the debate pany and succeeded in obtaining a 
has taken on this occasion. It has been substantial concession. It is by far the 
suggested by the hon. Member for most convenient procedure, that before 
Gateshead, not that my salary should the Board of Trade makes any inquiries 
be reduced by £100, but that it was a jt should be set in motion. 
miserable pittance. My hon. friend the The second point which the hon. 
Secretary to the Treasury is not present. Member for North Camberwell pressed 
| wish he had been, and also the Chan- upon me was the desirability of 
cellor of the Exchequer, when the hon. making the fares and accommodation 
Member for Gateshead made those on different railways more uniform 
generous remarks. He will, perhaps, than they are at present. 1 think 
take;some opportunity, public or private, the remark made by the hon. Member 
of pressing his views upon those gentke- for Watford, that railway companies 
men, who have the power to increase| could not be expected to run trains 
my salary, as I must admit it is not| for the purpose, not of serving but of 
a subject which I could argue in my | creating a traffic, answers that point. 
own favour at the present time. I now Every case must be treated on its merits, 
turn to the question of cheap trains. | and as conditions differ, so they require 
The hon. Member for North Camberwell | different consideration. In some dis- 
has madetwo more or less definite sugges- | tricts there are large colonies of work- 


tions. He proposes that the Board of | men, and a large traffic can be made t:- 


Trade shall take the initiative of in-| pay at very low rates. Reference, has 
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been made to the Great Eastern Railway, ' 


and the idea seems to be that the very 
low fares charged by that railway should 
be charged by other companies; but I 
may say that the low fares on the Great 
Eastern Railway are the result of a 
Parliamentary bargain made upon a 
private Bill, and it would not be fair 
to the other companies to suggest that 
the fares on the Great Eastern Railway 
should be made the standard by which 
their fares should be measured. It is 
inevitable that in a discussion of this 
sort arguments should be used pointing 
not so much to the administration of 
the Act by the Board of Trade as 
to questions of policy, and the desir- 
ability of introducing fresh legislation ; 
but I venture to think that it is 
neither right nor convenient to enter 
into such matters upon this Vote. The 
point in my mind is this, that while 
railways can and, I think. do contribute 
considerably to the solution of the 
_problem of the housing of the working 
classes, the solution of that problem is 
not so much a system of cheap train 
fares as cheap tramways, and until we 
see how far that problem is dealt with 
in other directions it would be undesir- 
able to enter further into legislation for 
the extension of the Cheap Trains Act 
which the hon. Member proposes. That 
Act has worked admirably for the object 
desired, and I think that the hon. 
Member will find that if certain facili- 
ties have not been given, it is because 
they have not been asked for. The 
Railway Commission is 
an expensive tribunal, and where a 
grievance as to a particular company 
has been brought to the attention of 
the Board of Trade, it has frequently 
settled it in a cheaper manner. At the 
same time, 1 think we could not leave 
the railway companies altogether with- 
out the right of appeal. I have now 
dealt with most of the points raised in 
discussion. The hon. Member for Wal- 
thamstow referred to the case of women 
and girls. I did not quite follow 
what his suggestion was. 


*Mr. DAVID MORGAN said that his 
point was that he understood. when he 
pressed the Great Eastern Railway to give 
better facilities for women and girls 
employed in London, that they could 
not do so, asit would be against the law. 


Mr. Gerald Palfour. 


{COMMONS} 


undoubtedly | 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is not 
for me to give an opinion, but Iam ready 
to consider that point if the hon. Gentle- 
man will put his views fully before me. 
Another suggestion has been made that 
the time of these cheap trains shall be 
extended to nine o'clock and ten o'clock. 
The first reply to be made to that is that 
it would require legislation, but the hon. 
Member who makes a suggestion of that 
kind hardly sufficiently remembers, per- 
haps, that the working classes are not 
the only classes for whose benefit railways 
exist. And if the time were extended, 
‘I do not think the companies would 
be able to cope with the traffic. Tocome 


' back to what I have already said, I do 


not think that a full and final solution 
of the problem of the housing of the 
working classes can be expected from 
the railway companies. 


Captain NORTON pointed out that 
the granting of preferential rates to 
women and girls, or special facilities 
as to time, would not be contrary to the 
law in any way. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
_ said he desired to call attention to the lack 
of communication between the Board of 
Trade and the Admiralty when inquiries 
took place with regard to wrecks, in 
consequence of which considerable 
amounts of public money were wasted 
in inquiries which served little or no 
purpose. When one desired to ascertain 
ithe truth with regard to a wreck, 
one was referred from the Board 
of Trade to the Admiralty and_ back 
again in a most bewildering manner. 
In the case of a particular wreck off 
, the coast of Devon four lives were lost. 
It was plain from the appearance of one 
of the bodies when found that the 
| unfortunate man had made a desperate 
attempt to climb the cliffs and had 
died of exhaustion; he was found fifty 
|yards above high-water-mark, he was 
still warm, and blood was oozing from 
‘his wounds. Another fine young sea- 
'man had actually climbed the cliff, and 


| had died also from exhaustion on land; 


one was found below high-water-markand 
|one just above high-water-mark. The 
| first question that arose on those facts 
'was, Did the coastguards do their duty. 
}and was the number on that part of the 
| coast adequate? Inquests were held on 
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the bodies, and the jury expressed a hope | or a ’bus or a cab unless he satisfied the 
that an inquiry would be held in the | authorities that he was qualified to do so. 
matter in order to ascertain whether | In every walk of life, save this one, men 
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the coastguard service on that part of | 
the coast was adequate. He put a ques- | 


tion to the President of the Board of | 
Trade on the subject on the 15th of | 


February, and the right hon. Gentleman 


replied that he would put the matter | 
before the Admiralty. Thereupon he put | 


a question to the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty, and elicited the reply that, when the 
report of the inquiry had been received, 
the matter would be inquired into. 
But when the inquiry was held, this 


question was excluded from the scope | 
If matters were allowed | 


of the inquiry. 
to remain as they were the consequences 
would be most serious. It had been said 
that these lives might have been saved 
had assistance been at hand. He had 
been told that the coastguard kept good 
watch, but not one of the bodies was 
found by the coastguard, nor did they 
observe any signals of distress, and it 
was admitted that no patrol was kept 
along this dangerous coast during the 
night. That would seem to show that 


the adequacy of the coastguard on that | 


coast was a doubtful question. He hoped 
something would be done before the 
winter set in, otherwise many lives would 
be lost. The Elder Brethren of Trinity 


House were also involved in this matter, | 


on the subject of the bar buoy. He had 
been told that that matter should be con- | 
sidered when the Report of the inquiry | 


was received, but that matter had been | 


also excluded from the inquiry. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
called attention to the question of 
manning in the merchant service. He 
said deliberately that owing to the bad 
arrangements of the Board of Trade 
numbers of valuable lives were from 
time to time lost at sea through ships 
being allowed to leave this country on 
long voyages without properly qualified 
sailors on board. At present the Board 
of Trade had the power of inquiring, 
before they were shipped, whether the 
men were qualified to be rated as able 
seamen, but they apparently had not the 
power of preventing the ships being 
manned by men who were not able to 
prove that they were able seamen. That 
was an outrageous state of affairs. A 


man was not allowed to drive an engine | 


had to prove their qualifications ; but 
'merchant ships and sometimes emigrant 
ships were allowed to leave British and 
Irish ports without a single member ot 
the crew being properly qualified. That 
was an alarming state of affairs, to which 
every Member of this House, whether 
| English, Scotch, Welsh, or Irish, ought 
ito have his attention directed. ‘Lhe 
single example of the ‘‘ Primrose Hill” 
| would prove his case. The ‘ Primrose 
Hill,” a large ship of over 2,000 tons 
register, sailed from Liverpool for Van- 
couver. She was wrecked off Anglesey, 
and out of a crew of thirty-four thirty- 
three were drowned. Naturally there 
yas an exhaustive Board of Trade in- 
| quiry, in which the following was one of 
' the conclusions arrived at— 

“The court has found that the ‘Primrose 
Hill’ was not adequately manned. The court, 
before arriving at this conclusion, care- 
fully considered the matter, but bearing in 
mind that on the present occasion she carried 
five apprentices and one ordinary seaman who. 
had never been to sea before, that the other 
ordinary seaman had only been three voyages 
in a steamer, and that four of the remaining 
apprentices had not served more than fourteen 
| months at sea—— ” 
and so on ; and it also stated that there 
was only one certificated officer besides 
the captain. But the most important 
part of the whole inquiry, and the con- 
clusion upon which he based his conten- 
tion that the Board of Trade ought to 
take fresh powers in order to secure that. 
: properly qualified men went to sea, was 

the following— 

“Tt should further be noted that none of 
the A.B.’s had proved their claim to be so rated 
on account of service.” 

The court were informed, moreover, that. 
this was a very frequent circumstance. 
That was not a state of things which 
should be permitted to continue. He 
did not ask that every man on a ship 
should be able to prove that he had been 


long years at sea, but could not some 
‘inquiry be made with a view to the 
| Board of Trade taking power to secure 


in some way that at least a proportion of 
the men who staffed a ship for a long 
voyage should be properly qualified sea- 
men? Until that was done vessels 
would be wrecked and property and 
lives lost, simply because the Board of 


N 2 
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Trade did not exercise a power which 
ought to be one of its very first functions. 


The Report in the * Primrose Hill”’ case 


further stated— 


‘** Having regard to the number and qualifi- 
cations of the crew, the court is of opinion that 
the crew of the ‘Primrose Hill’ was not 
adequate for the purposes of her safe naviga- 
tion.” 


Thirty-three lives were lost, and that 
was the opinion of the court. 
that was an appalling Report. The Mer- 
chant Service Guild of Liverpool, repre- 
senting 6,000 or 7,000 merchant cap- 
tains and merchant officers, had written 
to the Board of Trade asking whether, 
as a result of this Report, the Board of 
Trade would make some fresh inquiries 
for the purpose of arriving at some rule 
or regulation whereby it should be 
insisted upon that properly qualified 
men should be sent to sea upon 
merchant ships. That association, no 
doubt through no fault of the President 


of the Board of Trade, was treated 
with very scant courtesy by the 
Department, being simply informed. 


that the Board did not propose to make 
the Report the basis of further instruc- 
tions to their officers with reference to 
the manning of vessels. That was rather 
an unsatisfactory reply for a public 
Department to send to the representa- 
tives of a great mercantile association such 
as this. In view of the appalling state of 
affairs, the President of the Board of 
Trade might at least have held out some 
hope that, if not by a Committee, by 
some departmental inquiry, it should be 
seen whether arrangements might not 
be made whereby officers of the Board of 
Trade, besides asking the men to produce 
their certificates of service and the proof 
of their qualifications to be rated as A.B., 
should have the power to say before a 


ship sailed, ““ No, we will not allow that | 


ship, with valuable lives and valuable 
property on board, to sail from the ports 
of this country until weare satisfied that 
at least a certain proportion of the crew 
are thoroughly and satisfactorily quali- 
fied seamen, well able to take charge of 
the vessel.” 
forward by the Merchant Service Guild 
of Liverpool, because, beyond yea or 
nay, it was proved up to the hilt that 
the “‘ Primrose Hill”’ was lost, and, with 
one exception, the whole of the crew 


Mr. William Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


Surely | 


That was the demand put | 
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| drowned, simply because the men were 
not qualified seamen. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR was under- 


stood to dissent. 


| 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said the 
Report stated in so many words that the 
| loss of the ship was due largely to the fact 
‘that she was not manned by qualified 
| sailors. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Might! 
_ just read a paragraph out of the Report 
which shows that the hon. Member is not 
| quite accurate ? It is perfectly true, as 
the hon. Member has said, that the court 
considered that the manning of the ship 
was not adequate, but they went on ex- 
pressly to say— 


“There is, however, no evidence to satisfy 
the court that the loss of the vessel was due to 
such inadequacy.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND was quite 
aware of that paragraph in the Report, 
but he contended that, when the court 
decided that the crew were inadequate, 
that not one single man of the A.B.’s was 
a qualified able seaman, that there was 
only one officer on board besides the 
captain with a certificate, that some of 
those on board had never been to sea 
before, and the ship was Tost, it could not 
be denied that it was a very fair conclu- 
sion that the disaster occurred in conse- 
quence. The words of the Report were— 

“In answer to the questions, the court has 
found that the ‘Primrose Hill’ was not ade- 
quately manned. . . It should further be 
noted that none of the A.B.’s had proved their 
claim to be so rated on account of service.” 
That]proved perfectly clearly that the 
ship was not properly manned. This 
was not an isolated case, for the court 
was informed that there were other cases 
in which}men were allowed to navigate 
vessels and take charge of life and 
property without being able seamen. 
| Another pvint was the fact that there was 
_only one other officer beside the captain 
'on this vessel who had a certificate. 
| That was a disgraceful state of affairs. 
It was disgraceful that a ship of that 
magnitude, going on a long voyage, 
| should be allowed to leave port without 
/at least three certificated officers on 
board. If a vessel had only two officers 
with certificates on board, and the cap- 
tain or the mate fell sick, one man had 
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day and night to conduct the whole navi-{ matter of fact a large number of A.B.’s 
gation of the ship. It was impossible for! do not preserve their discharges. In 
him todo it. There certainly ought to | this particular case it was really proved 
be at least three. men with certificates on | that one man’s service exceeded nine 
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every vessel of this tonnage. 


A.B., but who still had the qualification. 
There might be such cases, but his argu- 
ment was that there were a large number 
of cases the other way—of men who were 
unable under any circumstances to 
prove that they were qualified A.B.’s, 
but who were allowed to go on, with the 
result that lives were lost, ships wrecked, 
and property destroyed, as in the case of 
the “ Primrose Hill.” 
men were long-shore loafers ; many were 
absolutely unfit, and, if the captain knew 
anything about them, would not be 
allowed to set foot on the vessel at all. 
Such men should not be allowed to be 
smuggled on board to the detriment of 
properly qualified seamen, many of whom 
were looking for, but were unable to 
obtain, employment. He therefore asked 
the President of the Board of Trade to 
see if it were not possible for the officials 
of the Board of Trade to make arrange- 


ments by which it should be ensured | 


that every ship leaving this country 
had at least a fair proportion of 
qualified men in the crew—men who 
had proved their qualification. He did 
not believe there was a single Member of 
the House who would deny that that 
was a reasonable and fair demand, and 


attention and consideration of the Board 
of Trade. 
single step beyond the ‘“* Primrose Hill,” 
in regard to which it was found that not 
a single man of the crew was a proved 
or qualified seaman. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think that is quite correct. There were 
32 A.B.’s shipped as such, but with 
N.P. marked against their names. It 
does not follow from that that they were 
not qualified seamen. 
a laugh.| Hon. Gentlemen laugh, but 
they reallydo not know what the facts 


are. In order to prove that an A.B.) 
seaman is entitled to the rating A.B., he | 
has to show that he has served for four | 


years. He cannot do that unless he has 
all his discharges for that period. As a 


Many of these | 


It was not necessary to go a 
|absurd arrangement ? 


[“ Oh, oh,” and | 


It was | years. 
quite true that a man might sign articles | 
to go on board and not be able to prove | 
at the moment that he was a qualified | 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND admitted 
that probably there were a few such 


| cases on the “Primrose Hill,’ and he had 


already referred to the point. But, 


on the other hand, there was a tremen- 


dous number of cases of men who un- 
doubtedly were shipped and who under 
any circumstances would not be in a 
position to prove that they were able 
seamen. They were allowed to take 
charge of these vessels, and the result 
was disaster. This question was some- 
what akin to the great question raised 
years ago by the late Mr. Plimsoll. It 
was a question referring to the safety of 
British ships, to the safety of property, 
and to the safety of life, and he appealed 
to Members of every shade of opinion 
to forget for the moment that he was one 
of the much abused Irish Members, and 
to consider that in this matter at least 
he was voicing the strong opinion of 


large masses of English and Scotch, as 


well as Irish people, and that his object 
was not to disrupt the British Empire, 
but to try and save the lives of unfortu- 
nate men who were allowed to go to 
sea and take charge of ships when they 
were not properly qualified for the duty. 
The right hon. Gentleman the President 


of the Board of Trade had said that if 


‘ : _ the Board of Trade put the letters “ N.P.” 
one which ought to receive at least the 


after a man’s name it did not prove that 
he was not a properly qualified sailor. 
That wastrue. But was it not a perfectly 
The Board of 
Trade solemnly sent an official down to 
inquire whether a man was a properly 
qualified seaman. If the man cannot 
produce his discharge to prove his service, 
the agent simply puts “N.P.”--not 
proven—-after his name, and allows 
him to walk on board ship, to become 
one of the crew, just as if he had proved 
himself to be an A. B. Where was the 
sense of that ? Besides asking for a man’s 
qualifications, and having the power 
to put N.P. after his name, the Board of 
Trade should take to itself power to 
make such rules and regulations as 


‘should prevent a ship leaving port with- 
out a certain number of men on board 
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who practically had proved that they | 
were properly qualified to look after the | 
navigation of the vessel. 


*CoLONEL ROPNER (Stockton) as a 


shipowner of many years standing, and 
President of the Chamber of Shipping, | 


was surprised to hear the hon. Member 
say that a number of valuable lives were 
being lost in consequence of the Board 


of Trade not having sufficient power to | 


see that vessels did not proceed to sea 

undermanned. This question of man- 
ning had occupied the attention of ship- 

owners and the Board of Trade for a good 

many years. In the year 1894 there 

was appointed by the Board of Trade 

a Committee to inquire into the question, 

and the conclusions of that Committee, 

arrived at after a long inquiry, resulted 

in the passing of the Merchant Shipping 

Act, 1897. Under that Act the Board of 

Trade had all the powers necessary to 

stop undermanned ships as unseaworthy. 

Consequently, he for one could not see 

what further power the hon. Gentleman 

wished to confer upon the Board of Trade. 

Every right thinking man would agree 

that all should be done to secure the | 
safety of our sailors, but he claimed that, 
at any rate, in the direction of manning 
ships, everything had been done, and 
that nothing more could possibly be done 
under the circumstances. As to the 
accident to the “Primrose Hill,” at the 
Board of Trade inquiry there was no 
proof adduced that the vessel was lost 
because she had not able seamen on 
board, or, for that matter, because she 
was not sufficiently and properly manned. 
No such allegation was made he believed ; 
at any rate, the Court of Inquiry did not 
find that that was the case. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Does | 
the hon. Gentleman refer to the ‘‘ Prim- 
rose Hill” inquiry ! 


*COLONEL ROPNER: 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND thought 
he had better read two or three lines 
in the Report— 


“In answer to that question the court has 
found that the ‘Primrose Hill’ was not 
adequately manned. The court, before arriv- 
ing at this conclusion. carefully considered the 
matter, bearing in mind that on the present 
occasion she carried five apprentices and one 
ordinary seaman who had never been to sea 


I do, yes. 


| 


| again, 


bo 
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it three voyages on a steamer, four of the remain- 
| ing apprentices had not served more than 
| fourteen months at sea, and there was no 
| certificated second officer ; and it should further 
| be noted that none of the A.B.’s had proved 
their claim to be so rated on account of 
service.” 


| It further stated— 


“Having regard to the number and the 

| qualification of the crew, the court is of 
opinion that the crew of the ‘Primrose Hill’ 
was not adequate for the purpose of her safe 
navigation, either on a winter -voyage or the 
voyage in question having regard to the 
weather encountered. There is, however, no 
evidence to satisfy the court that the loss of 
the vessel was due to such inadequacy.”’ 
But when a vessel manned and described 
in that way got wrecked and the crew 
drowned, surely there was some evidence 
in that. 


*COLONEL ROPNER said the _ hon. 
Gentleman confirmed what he had said. 
He stated that the court did not find 
that the vessel was lost in consequence 


of being undermanned. [AN _ Hoy. 
MeMBER: Yes; because dead men tell 
no tales.] The hon. Member seemed 


to imagine that the vessels of to-day 
were all sailing vessels, as they used to be, 


‘and that consequently a sailor must be 


a fully-qualified and a_highly-trained 
man in order to be able to fulfil his duties 
as a seaman on board a vessel. That 
might be perfectly true as far as sailing 
vessels were concerned, but sailing 
vessels were fast becoming things of the 


| past, and he believed that, in a very short 


time, they would have only steamers at 
sea. On board a steamer 
| practically, little qualification required 
for a sailor. Any ordinary man, if he 


| had his wits about him, could fulfil all the 


duties required from a sailor on board a 
steamer after a short training. A know- 
ledge of the working of the sails of a 
ship and the masts was not now an 
essential qualification for a sailor, because 
steamers had few sails, if any. All that 
was required was a man with common 
sense, and such a man could in a few 
voyages—say to Australia and home 
or for that matter in a single 
voyage—learn to steer a vessel, and as 
soon as he had acquired that knowledge, 
then he was practically qualified to act as 
sailor on board a steamer. Consequently 
the House would understand that to-day 
there was absolutely no necessity to have 





before ; another ordinary seaman had only been 


Mr. William Redmond. 


men on board for many years ‘to teach 


there was, . 
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them the use of ropes and management of | 
sails as used to be the case upon sailing 
vessels. There were no such qualifications | 
required at present, except in the case of 
the few sailing vessels which were still 
in existence. He should like to say that 
he was very much in favourof doing 
all that could be done in the direction of 
making sailors more comfortable on 


-board, and by so doing getting the best | 


and the steadiest men. The system of 
ontinueus discharge which was 
instituted last year would, he thought, 
to a large extent assist shipowners 
and captains in getting good sailors, 
and that measure had rendered further 
legislation unnecessary at the present 
moment. This continuous 
system would go a very long way in 
the direction of providing reliable and 
steady men such as were required 


for the mereantile marine service, and | 


until this system had been properly 
tried and found wanting, there was 
absolutely no necessity for any further 
legislation with regard to this matter. 
Speaking as a shipowner, he thought 
that it was the desire of shipowners 


generally to have sober, steady, and | 


reliable crews, who were able to navi- 
gate their steamers satisfactorily. Ship- 
owners were doing a good deal in that 
direction, and were trying to induce 
sailors to remain in their employ by 
providing for them better accom: oda- 
tion, better food, and also by paying them 
a part of their wages when laid up on 
shore owing to an accident. He 
believed that in this direction very much 
more good could still be done. It was 
a mistake to suppose that the shipowning 
community were a set of men who did 
not eare for the comfort and the lives of 
their crews. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I did 
not say that. 


*CoLONEL ROPNER assured the hon- 
Gentleman opposite and every other 


hon. Member of the House that the! which he had no knowledge. 


gentlemen who owned the ships of this 
country were quite as honourable men 
as could be found anywhere, and they 
had no desire to do anything but that 
which was right and proper. But to 
ask the Board of Trade, on account of 
a single accident, to introduce fresh 


degislation, was to his mind a thing 
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discharge | 
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which should not for one moment be 
entertained by this House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: | am 


| sorry to interrupt the hon. and gallant 


Gentleman, but | am certain that he does 
not wish to misrepresent me. I made no 
attack whatever upon the shipowners. 
Naturally, it is to their interest. if not 
/more than to the interest of any other 
class of the community, that these 
horrible things, which are lamented by 
everybody, should cease. I said nothing 
at all to the effect that the shipowners 
| were not honourable men, because I am 
isure that these things are regretted not 
only by the shipowners, but also by the 
Government and by everybody con- 
cerned. 


*COLONEL ROPNER said he was very 
sorry if he had misunderstood the hon. 
Member. He believed the hon. Member 
for East Clare instanced the wreck of the 
‘* Primrose Hill’ as one of a number of 
similar accidents. The hon. Member, 
however, failed to give them any other 
instances. 


| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I can 
give the hon. and gallant Member plenty 
of instances, and I did not give more 
because I was under the impression that 
I had spoken too long already. I com- 
menced my speech by pointing to the 
answer given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Board of Trade 
in answer to a question which I put to 
him, and in which he informed me that 
there were more or less connected with 
this question some fifty-one instances. 

~ *CoLoNEL ROPNER said he did not 
| know anything about those fifty-one 
eases. He only knew what the hon. 
| Gentleman opposite stated in this House. 
He said that the * Primrose Hill” was 
/one of a number of instances, and he 
| failed entirely to give any other example 
|} of the number of such cases which he 
| evidently had in his own mind, and of 
He was 
sorry to have taken up the time of the 
| House so long upon this matter, but he 
felt that it was necessary that a word or 
two should be said on behalf of the 
shipowners. He did .not think that it 
was the desire of anybody in this 
House to unduly interfere with 
the shipping trade of this country. 
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Hon. Members were aware that at the 
present moment we were being driven 
out of markets by foreign competition, 
and why? Simply because the shipping 
industry had been interfered with to a 
far greater extent than had been the 
case in foreign countries. Regulations 
had been made which had already been 
the cause of the sale of a very large 
number of British steamboats to foreign 
countries, and this had taken away the 
employment of a large number of British 
sailors. That was the consequence 
of legislative interference with the British 
shipping industry. Some years ago a 
load-line on British ships was enforced, 
and this load-line legislation interfered 
to a very large extent with the vessels 
on the north-east coast ; and the conse- 
quence was that many British steamers 
had to be sold to the Swedes, Norwegians, 
and the Danes, and those very vessels 
were to-day being navigated by these 
foreigners, and were safely carrying 
to the extent of from 100 tons to 150 tons 
more than would have been allowed 
under British regulations. If such 
legislation had not taken place those 
vessels would to-day not only have been 
earning good money for the men who 
invested their capital in them, but they 
would also have been employing British 
sailors. He hoped the time was 
gone by for the continual interference 
which had taken place in the past, for 
such interference, instead of doing any 
good, had frequently done a great deal 
of harm, and instead of making naviga- 
tion safer, it had in many instances made 
it more unsafe. He could refer to 
several instances of this kind, but he 
would conclude by again urging the 
House to refrain from any further inter- 
ference with a class of the community 
which was anxious to do all that was 
possible to maintain the pre-eminent 
position of the British mercantile navy 
in spite of the competition of the 
subsidised and  bounty-fed foreign 
vessels. 
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*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
that with characteristic courage the hon. 
Member for East Clare had taken up the 
cause of the British sailor in a very able 
and moderate speech, and he had very 
ably filled the breach caused by the 


absence from the House of the late 


Col. Ropner 


{COMMONS} 
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Member for Middlesbrough. He. sin. 
cerely deplored the absence of his friend 
Mr. Havelock Wilson from the House. 
He did not always agree with him, but 
' he oc asionally showed that excess of zeal 
on behalf of the sailors which, from a 
mistaken point of view, the hon. Member: 
who had just spoken in support of a 
wrong cause and a bad case had shown 
on behalf of the shipowners. Before he 
‘ame to close quarters upon this subject 
he wished to deal with one or two of the 
statements made by the hon. Member 
who had just sat down. He did noy 
intend to make any insinuations against 
shipowners, captains, or any other 
persons, and he was going to deal strictly 
with the facts. What was the picture 
which the hon. Gentleman the Member 
|for Stockton had drawn? To listen to 
him anyone would imagine that the 
Board of Trade had interfered so vexa- 
tiously with the shipping industry that 
their ships were being driven off every 
sea, and that the British mercantile 
marine was a “baseless fabric of a 
vision, leaving not a wrack behind.” Leti 
him go to “ Mulhall’s Dictionary,” let 
him take up Fairplay, the Shipping 
Gazette, or the Shipping World, and 
he would find that to-day Britain built 
82 per cent. of the ships and owned 
62 per cent. of the shipping of the world. 
He would also find that their command 
over the making and owning of ships, 
both in regard to sailing ships and 
steamers, was absolutely and relatively 


as great, and even greater, than it had. 


ever been before at any period of their 


mercantile history. So much for the hon.. 


_Member’sexaggeratedargument inregard 
to vexatious interference. 
tent himself with giving that fact, which 
was worth a ton of the hon. Member's 

theory. 

The hon. Member also said that 
he hoped that the Shipping Federation 


would, by a system of bonuses, be able to: 
induce men to stay in their ships and so: 


secure a more experienced class of men 
‘than they got in the past. In this 
argument the hon. Member proved his 
case against himself. The object of this 
' bonus was to make ship life so attractive 
that men would stick to their ships more 
permanently and regularly than they 


now did,+and that was the object of. 


He would con-- 
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giving bonuses. In his opinion bonuses | 
alone were useless to induce men to stay in | 
their ships. Other causes were respon- | 
sible for the unpopularity of sea life. | 
Their object was to assist in removing 
these causes by legislation which would | 
cause shipowners to improve the con- 
ditions of sea life by not overwork- | 
ing and otherwise ill-treating the men. 
Under-manning meant  over-working 
sailors, and these bogus bonuses would 
not induce them to stay in their ships 
at all. He found from the official organs 
that shipmasters at their monthly or 
quarterly meetings, and shipowners in 
their discussions, were confronted with 
this tremendous fact that, putting agi- 
tators and what was said by interested 
shipowners on one side, foreign sailors 
were increasing while British sailors were 
diminishing and deteriorating. It was, 
admitted that the food of the sailors was 
bad, that they were overworked, that 
under-manning still prevailed, and, most 
significant of all, desertions from British | 
ships were disproportionately increasing, 
What the hon. Member for East Clare, , 
and what they all wanted, to do was to 
make sea life so attractive that they would | 
get British sailors in British ships, and to | 
accomplish that over-working, under-feed- | 
ing, and under-manning should cease. | 
The conditions of sea life ought to be so 
much improved as to enable it to assume 
its old-time attractiveness, and then the 
English sailor would be attracted to | 
that class of work. How could that be | 
done ? It could not be done by bonuses. | 
Had the hon. Member opposite made any 
suggestions by which this could be | 
accomplished ? No. He said that every- 
thing had been done to prevent under- 
manning, and he declared that the law 
was sufficiently strong already to deal 
with it. He said that sailing vessels 
were disappearing, and that in a short 
time most of these difficulties would 
disappear. He ought to know that 
sailing vessels had been built to such an 
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extent that generations would elapse 
before such vessels disappeared. It was a 

mistake for shipowners to so easily predict | 
the disappearance of the sailing vessel. | 
The sailing vessel was not going to dis- | 
appear so quickly as many hon. Members | 
seemed to think, and in the meantime | 
the lot of its crew should be improved. 

He was staggered when he heard the hon. | 
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Member say that there was no necessity 
to have sailors of many years standing 
at all, and here the hon. Member con- 
tradicted himself. What he had stated 
was directly contrary to the experience 
of the Shipping Federation, Fairplay, 
the Shipping Gazette, and the Shipping 
World. He would not quote the opinion 
of a shipowner, or the opinion of the 
former Member for Middlesbrough, but 
he had in his hand a Report of a Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Trade 
to inquire into the manning of British 
merchant ships. This was a document 
which was not the product of an agi- 
tator or a shipowner, but it was the 
deliberate conclusions of a Committee 
on which the shipping interest, in my 
opinion, had a disproportionate amount 
of representation. And what does this 
document say? Recommendation 27 
says— 

“That at least three-fourths of the crew of a 
sailing ship should be individually effective, 7.¢., 
of ratings not lower than that of A.B.” 


Service Estinates. 


That was one recommendation. Recom- 
mendation 21 says— 


‘“‘That it should be made illegal to withdraw 


| men from the prescribed minimum staff of the 


stokehold for service in engine-room or for 
other purposes.” 
Why did the Committee make that 
recommendation ? Because, as the hon. 
Member knew, it was stated before the 
Committee and proved that in many” 
instances men were withdrawn from the 
stokehold for service in the engine-room 
and to do work on deck. Recommenda- 
tion 24 says— 

“ That sailing ships should be manned with 
some regard to sudden emergencies.” 


Recommendation 30 provides— 


‘That a ship is in an unseaworthy state 
when she leaves port without sufficient officers, 
or with her responsible officers unfitted for 
their duty by reason of prolonged overwork, . 
and that no ship of large size or power should 
be permitted to go to sea without provision 
having been made that the deck shall always 
be in charge of some person who has given. 


| proof of his qualification, by service or examin- 


ation, for such a position.” 


Recommendation 31 reads— 


“That not less than two mates should be - 
carried in any sailing ship of 1,000 or more tons: 
under deck, clearing from a port in the United 
Kingdom. That steamers of 500 tons gross. 
and over should have two mates, and of 2,000 
tons gross and over, three mates.” 
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Recommendation 32 provides— 


‘‘ That the‘absence of any requirement with | 
regard to certificated masters, officers or | 
‘engineers in the home trade, except in passen- 
ger ships, urgently demands legislation.” 


Recommendation 33 says— 


“‘ That the bridge of a steamer should never | 
be left without an officer when the vessel is 
under weigh, and that the practice of taking 
away the look-out. man at night to raise ashes, | 
trim lights, etc., or the officer of the watch | 
from the bridge to clear up for cargo, ete., is 
most reprehensible, as fraught with danger to | 
navigation, and should be prohibited by law.” 


In these recommendations they had the, 
calm, deliberate report of a Committee 
appointed to consider under.manning, | 
and these were some of their recommenda- 
tions. Now, how did they start their 
Report ! He asked the hon. Member's 
attention to this. Paragraph No. 7 
reads— 

“On the other hand, the Committee have 
found that in certain classes of ships there is a 
tendency to reduce the number of men out of | 
proportion to the adoption of improvements 
in the rig or labour-saving appliances of the 
vessels, and that many vessels which have been 
referred to in evidence, or reported on by | 
courts of inquiry, have not been so manned as 
to conduce either to the safety or well-being of 
the crews.” 


There was evidence clear and unmis- 
takable, on the authority of the Manning 
Committee, supported by the appendices 
of that Report, that the statements 
made by the hon. Member for East Clare, 
and repeated many times in this House 
by the Member for Middlesbrough, | 
were absolutely true. Hon. Members 
always wanted them to cite special 
instances and then qualify the details. 
He would only give another case. Take 
paragraph 13, which reads— 

‘“‘ The ‘Deeside’ (569 tons gross) is a typical 
case. That vessel had only two men in a 
watch, and whilst one of those men was absent 
from the look-out, trimming a side-light which 
had become dim, the vessel was run into and 
sunk, with several of the crew, by the ‘ Ludgate 
Hill’ (4,063 tons gross). Notwithstanding the 
strong condemnation pronounced by the Judge 
of the Admiralty Division of the High Court 
against the practice of undermanning which 
led to this fatal collision, the Board of Trade 
were advised that a prosecution would not be 
successful, because, whilst there were sufficient 
men on board who might have been called and 
stationed on the look-out, it could not be said 
that the vessel was undermanned. 

“Tn the case of the ‘Cromartyshire,’ which the 
Wreck Commissioner declared to have been 
undermanned, the Board of Trade were 
advised that a, prosecution would not be 


Mr. John Burns. 
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successful, and that the law gave no power of 
detention for undermanning.” 

Why did the Board of Trade take that 
Because it was a moot point in 
the mind of the Board of Trade as to 
undermanning was unsea- 
worthiness, and this Committee especially 
appointed to consider it decided that 


Service Estimates. 


/undermanning should be made a stan- 


dard of unseaworthiness, and they asked 
the Board of Trade not only to adopt 
that view, but to enforce the law deal- 
ing with this condition of things. 
He had defended the hon. Member jor 
East Clare from the charge of exaggera- 
tion, and he had also proved that the 
hon. Member for Middlesbrough had 
been more than justified in the state- 
ments he had made on behalf of the 
sailors. He ventured to say that if they 


'were to ask the owners of the Cunard 


Line or the owners of any of the best lines 
of steamers, whatever their politics, or 
whatever their views in regard to agita- 
tors might be, he believed they would 


| be found ready to agree that the recom- 


mendations of this Manning Committee, 
whose document he had quoted, could 
without injury to the shipping trade he 


‘adopted, and should be adopted in the 


interests of attracting to the merchant 
service a more experienced and a steadier 
class of men who would serve shipowners 
much better than they did at the present 
time. 

There was another point which he 
wished to deal with, and it related to a 
subject which was being discussed in the 
nautical papers. He referred to the 


' scandalous instances of crimping that had 
‘taken place in American and other ports. 
| Two years ago the former Member for 


Middlesbrough aroused quite a storm 
of indignation in the House of Commons 
because he suggested that in this matter 
some of the British consuls had not 


| done their duty as they should have done 


in the direction of protecting the British 
sailor. What has happened since then ! 
They had a Report dated 1899 presented 
to the House by the Board of Trade 
upon merchant shipping. It dealt with 
the engagement of seamen, desertions, 
and kindred subjects. The Shipping 
World. which is edited by an ex-Member 


_of this House, who was a man of great 


ability and studious moderation, published 
several articles upon this subject, and 
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this was what it said about the lack of |the late Member for Middlesbrough. 
discouragement on the part of the con- | Mr. Williams said—- 


; ° E : . | 
sular agents _ reference to ie tad “Briefly, the causes and remedies I should 
[he article is headed “ Seamen, Crimps, | suggest are as follows:— 
and Consuls ” :— | (1) Desire to obtain work on shore; make 

| ships’ forecastles more comfortable ; cabins for 

“We print to-day the last of Mr. Stephen’s | two and four men; abolish open ones with the 
articles on crimping and desertion in American | windlass in the centre. 
ports. It has been shown that blame forthe (2) Ill-treatment and poor food; allow a 
present condition of things is attributed to a | magistrate or consul to grant a discharge if he 
variety of causes, apart from want of laws and | saw fit to men who have a just reason for com- 
treaties, namely: (1) Collusion between crimps | plaint; improve the sale of provisions; owners 
and subordinates of H.M.’s consulates; (2) | should themselves inspect food. 
agreements between British shipowners and} (3) Boarding-house masters and crimps; 
(or) captains on the one hand and so-callad | compel shipmasters to take a certain propor- 
shipping masters on the other, whereby the | tion of their men out of the sailors’ homes. 
crimp or shipping master pays for the privi- | (In Capetown the Sailor’s Home receives an 
jeges of inducing desertion and shipping fresh | annual grant of £250 from the Colonial Gov- 
erews ;§(3) insufficient and badly cooked food | ernment); local authorities to give licences to 
on British ships; and (4) the nefarious work | sailors’ boarding houses, and withdraw them 
of crimps. We respectfully invite the serious | when not properly conducted. In Cape Town 
attention of the Foreign Office and the Board | this month a boarding-house master has been 
of Trade to the fact that a taint rests upon | convicted for ‘illicit drink traffic’ on his 
more than one of our Consulates abroad ; it is | premises. 
criminal to ignore this fact. Thereis really no| (4) Driving men out of ships; all forfeited 
doubt of the essential truth of some of the | wages to Seamens’ Pension Fund. Men sign 
allegations of Mr. Havelock Wilson, made when | for slops—this most important, as otherwise 
he represented Middlesbrough in Parliament, | there might be no wages to hand over to such 
and attributable to subordinate consular | a fund. 
ofticers and clerks—that they are in league ‘5) Abolition of present system of discharges, 
with crimps and shipping masters. Thisisa| and adoption of German or Scandinavian 
matter which should be carefully inquired into | plan.” 
by the departments; and where guilt is dis- or : Sa ee are eee, 
Sauadil eh sles vempeasilite Geteal shoul be Any man who knew what sailors had to 
dismissed or discharged.” 





do in the middle passage between Madeira 
jand the West Coast of Africa would 
He would add no single comment of his | understand the reasonableness of the 
own to that statement. He said if the | recommendation that forecastles should 
Shipping World be true, and it was be made more comfortable. If they 
hacked up by the evidence of the reports | wanted to attract sailors to their ships 
of our own consular officers in this par-| they must not have forecastles as he 
ticular Parliamentary document, these | had seen them—narrow, confined, dirty, 
jacts warranted that the Board of Trade, | insanitary, and ill-ventilated places. The 
in deference to the wish of good ship-| consul might have said something also 
owners and good sailors, should at once | about ,the blinding snow and wind and 
appoint a small committee of responsible | rain coming in at the windlass opening. 
men who would consider the questions [AN Hon. MEMBER: Snow in tropical 
of desertion, under-manning, crimping, | climates !] There were passages which 
had food, and the unattractiveness of included the tropics which could be very 
mercantile marine life for our sailors, and | uncomfortable in the winter time. If the 
seeif they could not suggest to Parliament hon. Member were a seafaring man he 
some remedy for this deplorable con-| would know that it was possible to be 
dition of things. On this head he would | uncomfortable during a voyage three- 
conclude by quoting one of our own quarters of which was in tropical or semi- 
consuls, and he would direct the atten-| tropical climates, but the hon. Member 
tion of the President of the Board of | was not a seafaring person. He would 
Trade to this document. It was issued | make an excellent pair with that hon. 
in 1899 at the right hon. Gentleman’s | Member who once said that he was not an 
own instigation, he presumed. At page | agricultural labourer. These recom- 
43 Mr. Alan Williams made a number} mendations which he had quoted were 
of suggestions, and he asked the House | some of the thirty or forty excellent 
respectfully to listen to him, and when | proposals made by consular ofticers for 
they did so to remember that similar|the improvement of the sailor's condi- 
charges and suggestions were made by | tion. 
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Now he would deal briefly with | sailor’s life when in port and also on 
food. He asked a question in 1894, it is} board ship, and to co-operate with the 
true, but it held good to-day. He asked | best friends of the seamen and the mer- 
Mr. Mundella—whose death they all) cantile marine in the labour world to 
deplored—how many instances he had /| bring sufficient pressure to bear on the 
had of food being rejected because it was | President of the Board of Trade to at 
bad, and he replied that out of 1,015 | once introduce a short Bill carrying out 
inspections of food and provisions there | the recommendations of the Committee 
were 391, or 33 per cent., rejectedas | of 1896. If these recommendations were 
unfit for use. He believed that the same | embodied in a Bill he considered that 
percentage would obtain to-day. Now, | they could get it through the House next 





he would give to the Board of Trade a| year. If they were not disposed to. 


suggestion. Some day we should be at| embody these recommendations in a 
the end of this war, and probably before | Bill next year, let the President of the 
it was at an end there would be an | Board of Trade, in the face of these facts, 
immense amount, ranging from thou-| appoint another Committee with a view 
sands of tons, of rejected tinned foods, | to legislate next year, so that the sailor's 
preserved foods and other things. What | life might be made more attractive than 
the Board of Trade, in conjunction with | it was, and that the number of foreigners 
the War Office and the Admiralty, ought | who were rapidly coming into our ships 
to do was, immediately the war was | might be diminished. 

over, to see that all that stuff was put) One of these days we would deplore 
into a dust destructor, or that it was| this foreign element in our ships— 
chemically destroyed. If it was not) perhaps at a moment when it was too 
treated in that way, for years after the| late. Then the much defended lascar 
war was over our mercantile marine | would fail us. Next to a crew of British 
would be living on that stuff, which | seamen—Scotch firemen, Irish deck 
ought to have been condemned at the | hands, an English mate, always with a 
end of the war. [AN Hon. MEMBER: | Scotch skipper, and always Scotch 
No.] The hon. Member might say it | engineers—next to the Anglo-Saxon, he 
was not so, but he knew something about | believed the best seamen were those to be 
this, and he asked them, in the face of | found on the West Coast of Africa. But 
this percentage of rejection of bad foods, |in the hour of emergency, when the 
to see that the sailor got better food than | rudder was gone, when the engines were 
he did now. Had not the hon. Member | done for, when they were face to face with 
for West Clare been justified ? Had not|a critical occasion, when they wanted 
the late hon. Member for Middlesbrough | guts in their men and moral courage in 
been vindicated ? He thought they had, | their officers, would the lascar serve them 
in the two Reports he had quoted from | in the face of such emergency in the 
this Parliamentary document. He) same manner as the British seaman ?! 
would conclude by asking the President | When, perhaps, through spread-eagle 
of the Board of Trade to defer to the 
request that had been made. He made 
no attack on shipowners. He had} four quarters of the world we wanted 
quoted facts. He appealed in this matter | men like Nelson’s boys to hold the seas, 
to the shipowners, and especially the | it was not the lascar who would perform 
best shipowners, who inevitably drifted | that service. It was the Irish or Seotch 
into this House. The worst ones did not | stoker and the British captain who would 
come here. When criticism was made | best on these occasions stand between us 
against shipowners, many good ones|and danger. In that crisis we would 
fitted on the cap as though it were 4 want men who had had good food, 
tended for them. He appealed to the| to give them that strength wherewith 
best shipowners in this House to re-read} to face the elements and withstand 
their mercantile papers Fairplay and | climatic difficulties. We had not got 
the Shipping World, to go through the | these men to-day because we did not pay 
master seamen’s discussions, and to read| our men enough. We allowed them to 
the pamphlets on crimping, bad food,| be badly fed, our forecastles were dirty 





and the undesirable environments of me and unsatisfactory, our vessels were too» 


Mr. John Burns. 


Imperialism we were at close quarters. 
and perhaps in death grips, in three or 
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often over-worked and under-manned, { to face with an alarming state of things. 
and the time had arrived when, if we! There was another thing to be considered, 
wished to maintain the maritime supre-| and it was equally important, namely, 
macy we had now, it must be done bythe | the deterioration of the character of 


predominance of Anglo-Saxon sailors. | our seamen. 


He did not dwell upon 


The time had arrived when the President | that, because it might be to some extent 
of the Board of Trade should lick these outside the point. He would deal only 
recommendations into the shape of a, with the questions brought before the 
little Bill, so that these long-standing | Committee that night, and he would 
grievances might be remedied and some- | try to indicate a few of the points which 
thing done to improve the miserable lot required to be remedied. 


of the sailor. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said he quite endorsed 
what the hon. Member had said in 
regard to the conditions under which 
the shipping trade was carried on. The 
British shipowner’s business was heavily 
handicapped, for, by reason of the way 
he had to meet foreigners, he was placed 
at a great disadvantage. But if some 


of the suggestions which had _ been , 


made were carried out in the British 
mercantile fleet it would be bad not 
only for shipowners but also for sailors. 
It was desirable to increase the sailors’ 
comforts, but he deprecated altogether 
looking at the matter from only one 
side. This was not at all the question 
of shipowner versus sailor, or sailor 
versus shipowner. He was sorry that 
the hon. Member for Battersea had 
imported rather a bitter tone into the 
debate, and had rather pointed the 
discussion as against the shipowner. He 
preferred the tone in which the hon. 
Member for East Clare addressed him- 
self to the subject. He did not see that 
it was at all a question between ship- 
owner and sailor, and he would try to 
look at the matter fairly. It had been 
said with justice that the sailors had 
grievances, and, while he regretted their 
existence, he believed they could not be 
remedied without casting fresh burdens 
on the shipowners. There was a sailor’s 
side and a shipowner’s side to the ques- 
tion. When we found that foreigners 
were gradually superseding British sea- 
men and pushing them out of employ- 
ment, and when we saw by the figures 
which had been recently given what was 
going on, he agreed that something 
should be done. In 1859 there were 


In the first place, what we re- 
quired was a larger supply of quali- 
fied seamen. The Board of Trade 
had done something in that direction, 
but the boy-sailor scheme had worked 
badly, because it was complicated with 
the question of light dues. It would 
have been better it they had granted a 
certain payment to every shipowner 
who carried a certain number of boys 
with a view to their being enrolled in 
the Royal Naval Reserve. He was 
glad to be able to confirm what was 
said by the hon. and gallant Member 
behind him that shipowners were moving 
in this way. ‘The shipowners felt that 
they wanted to be independent. They 
did not want to be restricted by Govern- 
ment, nor did they want assistance. 
The Chamber of Shipping had appealed 
to every shipowner to carry at least 
two apprentices on board ship, and that, 
if carried out, no doubt would be a 
step in the right direction, for what 
we wanted was a _ better supply of 
ordinary and able seamen on_ board 
our vessels. The question of manning 
had been referred to, He thought a 
Bill framed to include the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee would be not a 
little Bill, but a very big Bill. It would 
be a long time in passing this House, 
and that would be a very bad thing. 
But there was one thing he recom- 
mended, and that was that training 
ships should be established throughout 
the coasts for the purpose of training 


| respectable lads for service at sea. The 
hon. Member for East Clare had directed 


only eight foreigners to every hundred , 


British persons employed on board our 
ships. In 1889 there were twenty-one 
foreigners to every hundred persons, 
so that we must feel that we were face 


attention to the desirability of every 
ship carrying a certain proportion of 
properly trained seamen whose com- 
petency had been proved. He had a 
great deal of sympathy with him in the 
views he had expressed. He had him- 
self drawn attention to the rather 


‘remarkable practice that had sprung 


up (though he did not say it was a 
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culpable practice) that when a man 
presented himself at a shipping office 
and could not prove that he was an 
A.B., he was taken on the rating of 
an A.B. That was very remarkable. 
It might be inevitable in the existing 
circumstances, but it was very un- 
desirable, and he looked forward to 
the day when it would be possible to 
require that our seamen should be 
compelled to prove their qualifications, 
because, until we did that, and distin- 
guished between properly trained seamen 
and the rag-tag and bobtail who came 
on board our ships on the same terms, 
we would never raise the profession of 
the seaman to a proper standing. As 
long as our trained British seamen had 
to compete on equal terms with the 
scum of the cities, almost the scum of 
the world, the tramps and loafers, we 
could never elevate that trade to a 
proper standing. He looked forward, 
in the future at all events, for some such 
distinction as he had indicated. It was 
impossible at present, for the reasons 
he had already given. How could we 
expect a sailor to show discharges for 
four years? It was not to be expected 
that he would keep them, and the result 
of such a requirement would be to in- 
crease the difficulty which captains and 
shipowners had in getting crews. Re- 
ference had been made to the case of 
the “Primrose Hill.’ The captain of 
that vessel, Captain Wilson, before he 
sailed, wrote a letter to the Liverpool 
Journal of Commerce in which he said 
that he had gone to the Board of Trade 
to supply a crew, and that he had been 
going about trying to find a crew. At 
last he had to go out into the river and 
anchor there, and to take the crew on 
board. It was due to that that the 
ship sailed late and encountered the 
hurricane in which she was lost. The 
captain did not complain of the crew, 
or the ship, or the owners, but of the 
system which compelled him to employ 
other persons to get a crew for him. 
The Board of Trade had instituted that 
very valuable system which dealt with 
discharges. He believed it had been 
fully brought before the public. He 
believed that under that system, if 
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continued, we would be able to work 
some plan by which the sailor might 
be required to prove his qualification 
before he shipped. 

Mr. Charles Me Arthur. 


{COMMONS} 
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One word more as to another remedy, 
and one which he thought was 


most important, and that was that we 
ought to make the service more attrac- 
tive to our sailors, and the only point 
which he wished to touch upon in that 
connection was a pension scheme. He 
thought we ought to have a pension 
scheme for our sailors, and one initial 
way of doing that would be if the sailors 
were given more encouragement to 
enter the Royal Naval Reserve, and if 
a better and more satisfactory pension 
was attached to the Royal Naval Reserve, 
It would be a great inducement to 
respectable men to follow the calling of 
sailors if some provision was made for 
them in old age. He could only say 
that he thought we needed to face this 
problem. We must deal with it in 
three ways. We must endeavour to 
increase the supply of trained seamen, 
we must endeavour to give a preference 
to trained men over untrained men, and 
we must endeavour to make the service 
more attractive to our sailors. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said this 
was really a question of great importance. 
There was no doubt at all, he thought, 
that the Member for East Clare was 
quite right in saying that many of our 
vessels were under-manned, and that in 
consequence of that under-manning many 
British lives were lost. There was cer- 
tainly the impression left upon his mind 
in perusing a great number of the 
reports of courts of inquiry, that a large 
number of vessels did go to sea under- 
manned, and that it frequently happened 
when the vessel was lost and the cireum- 
stances of the loss were unknown we had 
every reason to conclude that under- 
manning was the cause of the loss. There 
was good reason, he thought, to believe 
that this dreadful loss of British life, 
which anyone could establish for himself 
byreading the Report on Under-manning, 

ras one considerable cause of loss of life 
at sea. The hon. Member for Battersea 
called attention to the Report of the 
Committee which was appointed when 
Mr. Bryce was at the Board of Trade in 
1894, and reported in 1896. He would 
not say that everything reported by that 
Committee could be carried out, but he 
thought some of the recommendations 
made furnished the basis of legislation. 
But he was struck with the fact that all 
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our departmental legislation in this} 
It had | 
He thought | 


House was getting into arrears. 
become a very serious evil. 
that in all the principal departments 
there were Bills pigeon-holed trom year 
to year which collectively, if carried, 
would improve the condition of this 
country, and especially of the working | 
classes, and the industries of the country, | 
and for which, under the present arrange- 
ments, the time could not be found. He 
would recommend to the Government 
the desirability of endeavouring to con- 
sider whether a greater quantity of this | 
much-needed departmental legislation 
could not be passed. It was for the most 
part unconnected with party, and non- 
controversial, and he thought a great deal 
more required to be done in that way. 

With regard to under-manning, he 
did not think legislation was needed. 
As faras he understood, the present state 
of thelawon thesubject of under-manning 
gave quite sufficient power to the Board 
of Trade to deal with it, and if the! 
Board of Trade were to put in force the 
power which it had in that matter it 
would be able to meet the case. He 
believed that the difficulty was that the 
Board of Trade officers found themselves 
scarcely able to work up to the law, and 
in point of fact their practice did not 
quite come up to what the law required. 
He believed the difficulty lay very much 
in the fact that there was not a sufficient 
supply of British sailors. That, indeed, 
was admitted by the hon. Member for 


the Exchange Division of Liverpool. | 
ny . > \ 
Then came the enormous difficulty. how | 


we were to increase the number of sailors. | 
Too large a number of sailors came in| 
from foreign countries. It was true that 
some of these were among the best in the 
world, such as the Swedes and Nor- 
wegians, but a large number were not 
the best, such as lascars, who were very 
well in the tropics, but not in cold 
climates. He thought it was very much 
to be desired, not only for the safety | 
of our sea-going ships, but also for 
political considerations, that we should | 
have a larger proportion of British | 
sailors in our ships. The Board of 
Trade brought forward the boy-sailor 
scheme a few years ago. He was afraid 
that scheme had not satisfied the expecta- | 
tions of its promoters. He earnestly | 
hoped that the Board of Trade would be | 
tble to bring in some practical measure 


} 
| 
| 
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which would make the profession of sea- 
manship more attractive to good British 
men. It would be necessary for ship- 
owners in one way or another, by pro- 
viding more comforts or by paying 
higher wages, to make the profession ot 
seamanship more attractive to good 
British men. He did not think, at any 
rate, it would be possible to go on with 
the present plan, for it was the case that 
a captain was frequently obliged to go to 
sea with a crew which he knew to be unfit. 
It was not altogether the fault of the 
shipowner. 

Then, he should be glad to hear 
what was being done to carry out the 
Act of last year in regard to automatic 


couplings, and to make the railway 


companies provide these couplings more 
speedily. He hoped that prompt and 
effective action had been taken. AI- 
though the Board of Trade had no power 
over the companies in regard to the 
accommodation and the heavy rates 
charged for cycles, they had the power 
to advise them, and no doubt they could 
exercise a great deal of influence in that 
way. Unless the companies bestirred 
themselves in that matter, they would: 
incur a great deal of unpopularity inside 
and outside the House. He wished also 
to ask what was being done under the Act 
intended to enable the Board of Trade to 


‘procure the shortening of the hours of — 


labour of railway servants where the 
Board of Trade were convinced that the 
hours of labour were too long for the 
health of the men and the safety of the 
public. Something was being done, but 
he thought less was being done than 
might be expected, and he wished the 
Board would do a little more to induce the 


railway companies to reduce the hours. 


He did not think it would be right, on 
the first occasion the House discussed the 


| Board of Trade Vote since the death of 


Sir Courtenay Boyle, for him to sit down 
without paying a tribute to that distin- 
guished public servant. Sir Courtenay 
Boyle was accomplished in many ways. 
No man could have been more zealous in 
the discharge of his public duties. He 
regarded it a high privilege and honour 
to serve the best interests of the com- 
merce and industry of the country. No 
man could have been more perfectly loyal 
and devoted to the Minister under whom 
he was placed. He rendered great ser- 


‘vice as a conciliator and arbitrator in 
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labour disputes. 


questions, his tact and judgment achieved 
success. He was one of the best Govern- 
ment servants of our generation. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he 
joined most heartily in every word 
which had fallen from the right hon. 
Gentleman as to the great loss which 


the Board of Trade and the nation 
had suffered by the death of Sir 
Courtenay Boyle. That gentleman’s 


power of work, his vigour, and his ability 


{COMMONS} 


He selected his subor- | 
dinates in that duty with great care, and | 
when he himself had to deal with difficult | 
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was true, but it was a power which they 
ought to exercise with great discretion, 
As to complaints which had been lodged 


‘against railway companies about long 


‘year by 


and judgment could not possibly have | 


been excelled. He need hardly say that 
having come so recently to the Board of 
Trade he himself felt a great personal 
loss in being deprived of the services of 
so valuable an ally in his Department. 
With respect to the Act passed last 
year as to accidents to railway servants, 
the Board of Trade had issued draft 
rules, carefully prepared under the 
powers of the statute, and the proper 
announcements required by the Act had 
been made in the London and Dublin 
(razetles. A period of six weeks was 
given within which the companies could 
make objection. That period had ex- 
pired, and a very considerable number of 
objections had been laid ; but he did not 


think they would cause very much 
difficulty in the administration of the 
Act. With regard to cycles, the Board 


of Trade had really no power in the matter. 
Of course it was possible for the Board 
of Trade to lend its friendly offices to 
endeavour to persuade the companies 
to adopt a different attitude towards 
the public, and they were always ready 
to do so, but they had no statutory 
power to compel the railway companies 
to do anything. 

Mr. BRYCE said that the Board 
Trade was at the same time the con- 
troller and defender of the railway 
companies. It had the right not only 
to give advice to the companies but to 
put them under terms. The Board of 
Trade had a good deal of moral influence 
in that way, and it should warn the com- 
panies that if they did not make some 
concessions in regard to the accommoda- 
tion and the rates charged for cycles they 
would not find themselves advantaged | 
in this House. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that | declared insufficient. 


Mr. Bryce. 


these had _ been Renin 
year, which he regarded ; 
satisfactory. The hon. Member for Heed 
staple had raised the question of the 
insufficiency of the coast guards on the 
west coast of England. The Board of 
Trade had been in communication with 
the Admiralty on the subject, and he 
had since heard that it was proposed 
to increase the coastguard service at 
Westward-Ho. As to the question raised 
by the hon. Member for East Clare, he had 
no desire to question the hon. Member’s 
motive, but he might have taken a little 
more trouble to be accurate. There was 
not evidence to satisfy the court that 
the loss of the “ Primrose Hill” was 
due to under-manning. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
had quoted from the Report to show 
that the vessel was not adequately 
manned, and that only two officers on 
board held certificates. Where was the 
inaccuracy in that? 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
the master and the mate both held 
British certificates, and the boatswain, 
who acted as second mate, held a Nor- 
wegian certificate. The hon. Member 
desired legislation to secure that on all 
ships a proportion of the crew should be 
able to prove that they were entitled to 


hours, 


the rating of able seamen; but the 
hon. Member perhaps was not aware 
that the whole question of under- 


manning had been investigated by a 
Committee of the Board of Trade. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
if the right hon. the President of the 
Board of Trade referred to Hansard, 
and to the debates raised by Mr. Have- 
lock Wilson, he would find that he had 
taken a deep interest in this matter 
long before the right hon. Gentleman 
went to the Board ot Trade. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that 
the Manning Committee of 1896 re- 
commended two manning scales—one 
by the majority and the other by the 
minority of the Committee—and judged 
by either of these scales the manning 
of the ‘ Primrose Hill” could not be 
So far as could 
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be judged from the facts, the “ Primrose 
seemed to have been lost through 


Hill ” 


deficiency in navigation. 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney ) 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


was not 


counties in 
exceeded. 


confined 
county, but that it would apply to all 
which 
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Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC( North’mb.,T neside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jolin M. 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. Wm. George 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. 8. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, A!exander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


to any particular 


the limit had been 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 


to make his 
LAND (Mr. 
to sit : 
Lieutenant. 
Bill reported 
BILL. 


WynpDHAM, Dover): Yes, 


Sir, on the recommendation of the Lord 


without 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 


Considered in Committee, and reported ; 
as amended, to be considered Monday 


next. 


the Bill 


SOCIETIES) BILL. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 


after Twelve of the clock. 
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Private Bill {14 Ju 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 14th June. 


TOOK THE OATH. 


The Lord Bowes (FE. Strathmore and | 


Kinghorne) took the Oath. 


BILL 


PRIVATE BUSINESSs 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted 


the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- | 


ments had laid upon the Table the Certifi- | 
cates from the Examiners that the further | 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 


ing Bills have been complied with : 


Glasgow and South-Western Railway. 

Shannon Water and Electric Power. 

Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation. 

Torrington and Okehampton Rail- 
way. 


And also the Certificate that the further | 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 
ing Bill have not been complied with : 


Dorking Gas. 


The same were ordered to lie on the | 


Table. 


DORKING GAS BILL. 
Examiner’s Certificate of non-com- | 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred | 
to the Standing Orders Committee on! 
Tuesday next. | 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND | 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [u.1.]. 


The King’s consent signified ; and | 
Bill reported from the Select Committee | 
with ‘Amendments. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. | 

The King’s consent signified ; and | 
Bill reported with Amendments. 

THAMES DEEP WATER DOCK BILL. 
Reported without amendment. 


WORCESTER TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.]. 


FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH, AND NEW: 
PORT RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 


NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) GAS 
BILL [x1]. 


LEATHERHEAD GAS BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 
VOL. XCV. [FoURTH SERIES. ] 





| METROPOLITAN 





NE 1901} Business. 
| NEATH HARBOUR BILL. 
| Reported without amendment. 
| NEWRY PORT AND HARBOUR TRUST 
| BILL. 

| MANSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 


2% and committed. 


BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


| 
| 
| Read 2% and committed; the Com 

| mittee to be proposed by the Committee 


| of Selection. 


BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed. 


| 
| BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION 
BILL. 


DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 


ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed; the Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
| of Selection. 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| IRISH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed for Thurs- 

day next. 

LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 
RAILWAYS) BILL. 


Read 2%, and ‘committed; the Com- 
> 


| mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
| of Selection. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL ‘MONEY) 
BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed. 


WATER COMPANIES 
(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL. 


PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed ; the Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed. 
TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed; the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection, 


F 








379 Returns, 
PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) BILL. 


ARDROSSAN GAS AND WATER ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons. 


CROMER WATER BILL. 


HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY AND 
DOCK BILL. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW 
WORKS) BILL. 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 
1“; and referred to the Examiners. 


FINCHLEY AND HENDON TRAMWAYS 
BILL [u.1.]. 


Message from the Commons giving 


leave to James Bigwood, Esquire (a | 
member), to attend the Select Committee | 


(pursuant to Message of yesterday). 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [H.L.]. 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [u.t.]. 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
ETC.) BILL [u.1.]. 


(MANCHESTER AND Barnes OrpERS OPPosED.) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [u.1.]. 


(LEAMINGTON AND BrrKDALE OrprERS OPPosED.) 
TEES VALLEY WATER BOARD BILL. 
BURGESS HILL WATER BILL. 
GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISION AL 
ORDER BILL. 


PROVISIONAL 
(LONDON) 


PROVISIONAL 
(BARNES, 


Report from the Committee of Selec- | 


tion, That the following Lords be pro- 


posed to the House to form the Select | 


Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz. :— 

E. Ilchester. 

E. Yarborough, 

L. Erskine, 

L. Harris (chairman), 


L. Ludlow ; 


{LORDS} 


and all petitions referred to the Com- 
mittee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
‘the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 


/METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(HAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

| House in Committee (according to 
' Order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Tuesday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [u.1.]. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
_ passed, and sent to the Commons. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [u.1.]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 34 on Monday 
next. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived : 
and Bill to be read 3 on Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 
Read 2 (according to Order), and com- 

mitted to a Committee of the Whole 

| House on Tuesday next. 


ARDROSSAN GAS AND WATER ORDER 
| CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Read 1¢; to be printed; and, pur- 
/suant to the Private Legislation Proce- 
dure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Section (9), 
‘deemed to have been read 2, and re- 
ported from the Committee. (No. 114.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

| I. General Reports by the Chief 

| Inspectors of the Northern and Southern 

| Divisions of Scotland, for the year 1900. 
II. Minute of the Committee of 

| Council on Education in Scotland, dated 


Reports, dc. 380 - 


. ° | “4. - . e 
agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed | 14th June, 1901, providing for the distri- 
accordingly: The Committee to meet | bution of the sum available for secondary 
on Wednesday next, at eleven o’clock ; /or technical (including agricultural) edu- 
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cation under Section 2, Sub-section 4, of 
the Local Taxation Account (Scotland) 
Act, 1898. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners and modified and con- 


firmed by the Board of Trade. 
I. Authorising the construction of— 


1. A light railway in the rural dis- 
trict of Pately Bridge, in the 
West Riding of the county York, 
from Pately Bridge to Loft- 
house. 

Light railways from Ravens- 
thorpe to Cleckheaton in the 
West Riding of the county of 
York. 

3. Light railways in the borough of 
Dewsbury, the urban districts 
of Cleckheaton, Liversedge, Heck- 
mondwike, Gomersal, Birken- 
shaw, Hunsworth, and Thorn- 
hill, and (under certain condi- 
tions) in the city of Bradford 
and the borough of Batley, in the 


9 


“=: 


West Riding of the county of | Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


York. | 
4. A light railway in the county of | 
Warwick, in the urban district | 
of Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton, | 
and the rural district of Ather- | 
stone. 
5. Light railways in the county of | 
Nottingham, in the borough of | 
Mansfield, and the urban dis- | 
tricts of Mansfield, Woodhouse, | 
Sutton-in-Ashfield, and Huck- | 
nall-under-Huth waite. 


NE 1901} Sovereign in Parliament. 382 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 anp 
1888. 


Special Report by the Board of Trade 
under Section 1 of the Electric Lighting 
Act, 1888: Penge Electric Lighting 
Order. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Accounts of the receipts and expendi- 
ture of the Intermediate Education Board 
for Ireland, for the year ended 31st 
December, 1900; together with the 
report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
| General thereon. 





FINES, ETC. (IRELAND). 
Abstract of the Accounts of Fines 
accounted for by the Registrar of Petty 
pe Clerks, for the year 1899. 





| 

| DOGS REGULATION (IRELAND) ACT, 
1865. 

| Accounts of receipts and expenditure 
under the Act, for the year 1900. 


| Laid before the House (pursuant to 


PETITIONS. 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [1.1] 

Petition in favour of ; of the Corpora- 
tion of Dundee; read, and ordered to 
lie upon the Table. 


DRUNKARDS BILL [u..]. 
Petition in favour of ; of the Corpora- 
tion of Glasgow ; read, and ordered to 


6. Light railways in the West Riding | lie on the Table. 


of the county of York, from 
Rothwell to Hunslet, and the’ 
working of the East and West 
Yorkshire Union Railways as | 
light railways. 
II. Amending— 
1, The Mid-Suffolk Light Railway 
Order, 1900, 
2. The Isle of Thanet Light Rail- 
ways Order, 1898. 


| t 
it 


| 





NATIONAL PORFRAIT GALLERY. 
Forty-fourth Annual Report of the 


Trustees of the National Portrait Gallery, | a 





1900-1901. | 





THE PRESENCE OF 


printed. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 
Message from the Commons for leave 


| for the Clerk of the Parliaments to attend 
to be examined as a witness before the 
Select Committee of that House : 
given accordingly, and a message ordered 


Lea ve 


o be sent to the Commons to acquaint 
hem therewith. 


THE SOVEREIGN 
IN PARLIAMENT, 


Report from the Joint Committee 


(with the proceedings of the Committee 


nd an Appendix) made, and to be 
[No. 111.] 


P2 
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COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL [x.1.]. | 

Amendments reported (according to. 
Order) ; further Amendments made. Bill 
to be read 3% on Tuesday next ; and Bill | 
to be printed as amended. [No. 112.] 


{COMMONS} 


| BURY) : 


Improvement Bill. 384 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Satis- 
The only observation which 
I shall make in moving the motion 
standing in my name is that the name 


‘of the Lord Bishop of London has been 


LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL [z.1.]. 

Read 34 (according to Order) ; Amend- 
ments made. Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


omitted, and that of the Lord Bishop 
| of Winchester inserted in the number of 
| Peers who are to be contributed to the 
| Committee by this House. 


That, appar- 


' ently, was wished by those who had the 


DRUNKARDS BILL [1.1.]. 
LICENSING BILL [1.1]. 
Amendments reported (according to | 
Order), and Bills to be read 3¢0n Thurs- | 
day next. 


SLIGO COUNTY COUNCIL’S PRINTING) 


CONTRACT. 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I beg | 
to ask the question standing in my name, 
namely, whether the attention of the | 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland has been called 
to the proceedings of the Sligo County | 
Council on the 25th of May last, in con- | 
nection with the printing contracts, | 
and, if so, whether he can indicate any | 
means by which the ratepayers can’ 
protect themselves against such reckless | 
expenditure. 


THe Eart oF DENBIGH: In the} 
absence of the noble and learned Lord , 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, I have to ' 
inform the noble Lord that the attention | 
of the Local Government Board has been | 

called to the proceedings of the Sligo | 
County Council of the 25th of May last, | 
when a tender to execute the printing of | 
the Council for £250 a year was accepted, , 
notwithstanding that there were two! 
other tenders for £175 10s, and £122 10s. 
respectively. The Board have no power | 
to intervene in the matter, but it is open | 
to any ratepayer who feels aggrieved | 
to appear before the Local Government | 
Board Auditor and question the addi- | 
tional expenditure involved by the accept | 
ance of the highest tender. In the event | | 
of the auditor not making a surcharge, | 
it would be competent for the ratepayer | 
to bring the matter before the courts, 
with the view of obtaining an authori-' 
tative judicial decision on the question. 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 


Commons’ Message considered (accord- 
ing to Order). 


care of the matter; and the Bishop of 


_ Winchester, I fancy, has had a good deal 
| more experience of Queen Anne's Bounty 


Board than the Bishop of London, who 
acceded to the see at a comparatively 
recent period. 


Moved, that a Committee of five 
' Lords be appointed to join with a Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons, us 
mentioned in the said Message, and that 


'the Lords following be named of the 
| Committee, namely :-- 


V. Gordon (E. Aberdeen), 
V. Cross, 

L. Bp. of Winchester, 

L. Barnard, 

L. Ashcombe. 


—(The Lord Privy Seal (M. Salishury)) ; 


_agreed to. 


Ordered, That such Committee have 
power to agree with the Committee of 
the House of Commons in the appoint- 
ment of a Chairman. 


| PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) BILL, 


Read 1%; to be printed; and to be 
read 24 on Tuesday next.—(The Earl 
| of Denbigh.) |No. 113.] 


House adjourned ata quarter before 
Five of the clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 14th June, 1901. 


BILL BUSINESS. 


WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
(By ORDER.) 


As amended, considered. 


PRIVATE 
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385 Christ's Hospital 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) 
said he wished briefly to explain why he 
had placed a new clause on the Paper 
with reference to this Bill. When the 
Bill was read a second time, he carried 
an Instruction by a majority of over 
seventy making certain provisions re- 
garding workmen’s superannuation come 
under the control of the Registrar 
of Friendly Societies. Although the 
Instruction had been carried out, the 
clause inserted by the promoters was not 
one which he could assent to, but he 
need not go into details, as the promoters 
were now quite ready to accept his new 
clause, which was drawn up as a model 
clause, and which would be put in various 
other Bills if necessary. , 


' New Clause— 


“Any scheme for the establishment of a 
superannuation or provident fund under this 
part of this Act shall not come into operation 
until the council shall in respect of that fund 
have been registered under the Friendly 
Societies Act, 1896, and the provisions of 
that Act (except section forty-one) so far as 
they are applicable and are not inconsistent 
with the provisions of this part of this Act 
shall apply as if (a) the council were a society 
to which that Act applies and were the 
Trustees of such society: (b) as if the scheme 
were the rules of such society; (c) as if the 
superannuation or provident funds were the 
funds of such society; and (d) as if the con- 
tributors to the fund were the members of 
such society.” 

—brought up and read the first and 
second time.4 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be added to the Bill.” 
—(Mr. Strachey.) 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said he would like to 
explain the position of the promoters 
in regard to this new clause. They 
regarded it as substantially the same 
as the one they had inserted. He ex- 
plained to the House, when the matter 
was before it on the last occasion, that 
Clause 41 would have limited any lump 
sum payable to £200, or an annuity to 
£50, and that would have made any 
superannuation scheme brought out 
under the Bill inapplicable to the case of 
the higher officials. However, as the 
new clause substantially agreed with the 
views of the promoters, the difference 
being only one of form, he was glad to say 
he was enabled to accept it. 


{14 June 1901} 











(London) Bill. 386 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendments made. 


Bill to be read the third time. | 


CHRIST’S HOSPITAL (LONDON) BILL } 
[Lords]. (By Orper.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Lord BALCARRES (Lancashire, 


Chorley) said it was his intention to have 
moved that this Bill be read a second 
time this day three months, but the 
promoters and himself had agreed that 
it would be more satisfactory to discuss 
the question at issue upon an Instruction 
to the Committee, and under those 
circumstances he begged to withdraw 
his motion, and to intimate that the 
motion would be discussed this day 
week. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.’’—(Lord Balcarres.) 


Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) said 
he represented those whose original 
intention it was to oppose the Bill alto- 
gether unless a compromise could be 
effected between them and the Christ’s 


Hospital authorities with regard to 
the real points at issue. It had 
been stated that those who were 


seeking to prevent the authorities 
from building upon a_ burial ground 
and destroying a most valuable open 
space were endeavouring in that way to 
prevent the authorities from securing 
the necessary funds to support the 
institution in its new home at Horsham. 
Many of them would have liked to 
oppose the scheme from the beginning, 
but, as the Charity Commissioners had 
forced the hands of Christ’s Hospital, 
and the authorities had built a school at 
Horsham, it would be absurd to ask the 
House to refuse to give the necessary 
permission to the Foundation to sell 
what was required for the re-eendowment 
and for the payment of the expenses 
to which they had been put. Far from 
attempting in any way to hamper the 
hospital, their only object was to secure 
the preservation of the cloisters and 
the two open spaces now existing. 


Sirk JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) 


expressed a hope that the assertions 














387 Housing of Working 


of the hon. Member who had last spoken | 
would not be regarded by the outside | 
public as accurate. When the matter 
came up for discussion he thought he 
would be able to show the House that 
the statements were absolutely un- 
founded. 


{COMMONS} 





Classes Bill. 388 


tramway would have carried away part 
of the churchyard. As he had before 
said, he understood the Chairman of 
Committees was now going to propose 
that Standing Order No. 83 be put in 
force, so as to enable the Bill to be sent to 
a Select Committee upstairs. Under 


| those circumstances he would not move 


Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) agreed with the action taken, 
and pointed out that it would have been | 
impossible for him to support a motion 
for the rejection of the Bill. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.), | 
as one greatly interested in the matter 
through his constituents, entirely con- 
curred in the statements made by the | 
noble Lord and the hon. Member for 
East Finsbury. Any remarks he wished 
to make he would reserve, he added, until | 
the Instruction was under discussion. 


his instruction. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, Pen- 


|rith) said the hon. Member had quite 


accurately described the compromise 
which had been arranged. He intended 
to report the Bill as an opposed Bill, and 
at the same time he would put down a 
motion enabling his hon. friend to present 
a petition. That petition would be re- 
ferred to a Committee upstairs, who 
would hear the case. 


“TITLES OF PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


On the motion for the consideration 


{of the Pier and Harbour Provisional 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
[Lorps] (By OrpeEr). 

*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.), 
who had on the Paper the following | 
instruction—* That it be an Instruction 
to the Committee on the Bill to leave out | 
Improvement No. 5 from Part ILI. of the 
Bill,” said he would not take up the time’ 
of the House by moving the Instruction 
which stood in his name. He under- 
stood that the Chairman of Committees | 
was going to move that Standing Orders 
be suspended. and that the Bill be allowed 
to go toa Select Committee upstairs. He 
ought to say with regard to the motion 
on the Paper that the Bill was not opposed 
in the House of Lords, and neither had 
it been opposed in this House hitherto, 
because the vicar and churchwardens 
had no knowledge that part of the | 
churchyard was going to be taken by the | 
tramway scheme. Unfortunately, in | 
this matter one gentleman was acting 
in two interests—for the corporation 
and for the churchwardens, and owing 
to a misunderstanding no petition was 
laid against the Bill. It was found, 
therefore, that unless he moved an in- | 
struction in the House the Bill would | 


Orders No. 1 Bill—— 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said he thought it would be 
a matter of great convenience to hon. 
Members if some means were afforded 
them of identifying the work proposed 
to be undertaken under Bills bearing 
these titles. He had been put to con- 
siderable inconvenience in trying to get 
the information for himself. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The difficulty was 
pointed out some time ago, and as a 
result it was decided to give the informa- 
tion in the fortnightly lists of private 
Bills with which hon. Members are 
supplied. I will, however, consider 


| whether it is possible to do anything 


further. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 


CLASSES) (NO. 2) BILL. (By Orper). 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, S.) said that 
when he saw the title of this Bill and 


have passed through unopposed, and the | ascertained the objects with which it 


Sir Joseoh Dimsdale. 
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was being promoted he had some doubt 
as to what the effects of the measure 
would be, having regard to the fact that 
in several well known towns in England, 
and notably in Liverpool, where a very 
large district of working class buildings 
had been swept away, years had been 
allowed to elapse before suitable houses 
were provided for the persons thus dis- 
placed. He had provided himself with a 
copy of the Bill, and he found that even 


the promoters of the Bill themselves | 


granted a large part of the case he stated 
against it, inasmuch as they proposed 
a statute to provide for a certain number 
of those they dispossessed. Of the 10,000 
people whose dwellings they were going 
to pull down 3,000 would be left without 
provision being made for them, and 
would have to go outside the district in 
which they were employed to find accom- 
modation. It was only fair that the 
House should ask the promoters of the 
Bill to take it back and amend the section 
so as to remove that grievance. He had 
great sympathy with the Bill, and would 
like to see the dwellings of the working 
classes improved, and more comfort 
provided in all large towns. There was 
not the slightest objection to the avowed 
intention of the Bill being carried out, 
but the Corporation of Leeds should not 
be allowed to carry out the work until 
they had provided ample accommodation 
for the persons whom they proposed to 
dispossess. It would, no doubt, be 
urged that the commissioner who held 
the local inquiry had reported in favour 
of the scheme, but he suggested that that 
gentleman, who, it might be taken for 
granted, was highly respectable and 
intelligent, of a necessity would only 
be brought into contact with those who 
favoured the scheme. Such gentlemen 
had seldom or never had an opportunity 
of meeting the people whose interests | 
were affected, and whose homes were to 
be destroyed. If, for instance, the work- 
ing classes of the Scotland Division of | 
Liverpool, who had been affected by 
the clearance now being effected, had | 
known what the result would be, that | 
they were going to be driven out and no | 
provision was to be made for them, and | 
that they would have had to go out of | 


the district altogether to find a home as | 
best they could, it would have taken more | 


{14 JUNE 1901} 





Classes Bill. 390 


working classes really did not know 
the meaning of these Bills or the effect 
of them until it was too late, and 
consequently they did not enter their 
protest at the right time. The Bill 
before the House was one which should 
be opposed by all the representatives of 
labour in the House, and he ventured to 
raise a humble protest against it, because 
if the scheme was carried out in its 
present form it would involve a very 
serious loss and damage upon a large 
section of the community. The area 
was declared to be unsanitary, and for 
all he knew it might, or it might not, 
be unsanitary, but against that state- 
ment he would urge upon the House 
the fact that the average school attend- 
ance in thet district was higher than in 
any other part of Leeds, and everyone 
knew very well that in unsanitary dis- 
tricts epidemics broke out and raged 
with great virulence, causing all the 
schools to be closed, which must of a 
necessity reduce the average school 
attendance. He, however, did not pro- 
fess to be able to deal with that aspect 
of the case. He rested his case upon the 
fact, which was clearly stated in the Bill 
by the promoters themselves, that they 
did not intend to provide accommodation 
for thousands of the people whom it 
was proposed under the Bill to deprive 
of their homes. He begged that the 
Bill be read a second time this day three 
months. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green), in seconding the Amendment, 
complained that for some time past 
schemes for the clearance of unsani- 
tary areas had been put forward by 
local authorities and various corporations 
in which insufficient provision was made 
for the rehousing of the persons dispos- 
sessed. The result was that people 


'were removed from the dangers of 


overcrowding in one place only to 
create veritable plague spots in another. 


'The House of Commons ought to be 


very chary indeed of giving its sanction 
to any scheme unless adequate provision: 
was made for the accommodation of the 
people to be dispossessed before they 
were dispossessed. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at theend 


than the united force of the Liverpool | o¢ the Question to add the words ‘upon this 





The | day three months.’”—(Mr No!an.} 





391 Housing of Working {COMMONS} 


Question proposed, “That the word|the Leeds Corporation obtained power 
‘now’ stand part of the question.” ito set-aside the almost universal law 


i * : ; 
ee saa, |in this country against tl : 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) | aed ae back Sainte, ae ee eee 
said the objections which had _ been | aoe 
raised by the mover and seconder of the} yp SpREAKER ruled Uhat the les 
Amendment were very natural objec- 'laws of the city of Leeds could not now 
tions in the minds of anybody who had}}, qepated 
had experience of clearing unsanitary | ~ ’ 
areas, but they referred rather to sth Sim JOHN BRUNNER said that in 
fects in the various Acts for the housing that case he would move an Instruction 
of the working classes than to any action | 
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of the particular corporation concerned 
in the scheme under consideration. 


His object in rising, however, was to ask | 


the President of the Local Government 
Board to consider a hardship which had 
arisen in this case. Rightly or wrongly, 
a large number of the property owners 


concerned, when the Local Government | 


Board inquiry was held, were under the 
impression that it was the preliminary 


inquiry, and, indeed, when they applied | 


to the inspector to be heard their applica- 
tion was refused. 


decision there were scheduled for the | 


purposes of this improvement scheme 


certain properties which it was con- | 


tended could be proved to be in them- 


selves perfectly sanitary, and the owners | 


felt that it was rather hard that such 
properties should be taken from them 
by the Leeds Corporation at an “ un- 
sanitary ”’ price, and that they should be 
penalised because of unsanitary property 
over which they had no control. He had 
placed on the Paper an Instruction, the 
effect of which would be to give these 


| 


As a result of this | 


at a later stage to the Committee that 
they should amend the Act so as to forbid 
the building of back to back houses in 
| the future. 


| *Mr. KEIR) HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil) said that the real objection to 
this Bill was that it proposed to 
dishouse 9,000 and to rehouse only 
6,000 people. He did not suggest 
that the right hon. Gentler-an 
should insist upon an equal number 
of people being housed on the site being 
| cleared, as that would at once do away 
with the benefits to be derived from the 
scheme. He suggested to the President 
of the Local Government Board that 
he should insist upon a sufficient number 
|of houses being erected within the 
| boundary of the city of Leeds equal to 
the number of those who had been dis- 
| placed. It was a very serious matter to 


| : P : 
| turn 3,000 people adrift without making 
| provision for their requirements, and it 
| simply meant an increase of rent and the 


} 


ja slum area. 


property owners a right to be heard} 


vefore the Committee as to whether 


this scheme was a scheme within the | : : 
a - |that the Bill should be sent to a Select 
By giving his| 7, : ; ‘ : 

: : | Committee for consideration. One of 


meaning of the Act. 
favourable consideration to the matter 


when it came before him, the President | 


i 


of the Local Government Board would 
be doing an act of justice to these property 


sible for the scheme of the Leeds Cor- 
poration. The scheme itself was a good 
one, and the corporation deserved the 
highest credit for taking in hand so large 
an undertaking. That, however, was 
no reason why injustice should be in- 
flicted upon anyone, and therefore he 
hoped the property owners would be 


heard in their own defence before the | ©, 
| Government 


| would think of going behind the Stand- 


Committee. 


| 
owners, who, after all, were not respon- | 

| the 
'were of opinion that all the necessary 
| requirements had been complied with, 


‘the House of Commons. 
/that the House would no more think ot 


Mr. CAUTLEY (Leeds, E.) contended 


the main objections was that this was 
not a scheme within the meaning of the 
Act, but the property owners would 
have an opportunity of appearing before 
Committee in opposition to the 


scheme. The Local Government Board 


and they were of opinion that it was a 
scheme worthy of the consideration of 
He thought 


going behind the decision of this Local 
Board inquiry than it 


Sr JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, ing Orders. He hoped t!.e House would 


Northwich) said that five years ago 


consent to a Select Committee, before 


| transforming of some other district into: 
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which any property owner could appear 
and oppose the scheme on its merits if 
he thought he could satisfy the Com- 
mittee that the Bill ought to be rejected. 
Any private Bill could "be opposed before 
the Committee in the regular form. He 
sincerely sympathised with the property 
owners, and he did not agree that their 
property should be taken for the good 
of the community without adequate 
compensation, any more than the pro- 
perty of other classes of the community. 
This was a great scheme which had 
heen undertaken by the Leeds Corpora- 
tion, and it was the largest scheme 
of this sort that had ever come before 
Parliament. The justification for it was 


to be found in the very heavy death 
rate. 
*THE PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Water 
LoncG, Bristol, S8.): The hon. 


for South Louth, who moved the re- 


je‘tion of this Bill, did so on the ground 


that the Corporation of i.eeds, in taking 
power to clear an insanitary area in 


that city, did not make sufheient pro- 


vision for housing the working classes 
displaced by the scheme. I do not 


think that that contention will be found | 


to be correct when the statistics are 
examined. In this case the number of 


persons of the working classes who will | 


be displaced under the scheme is 
9.234. The order now under con- 
sideration provides for rehousing on 
the sites of existing buildings 6,000 
persons, leaving a balance to be prov ided | 
for in other ways of 3,234. There is 
suitable house room vacant within half | 
amile of the area to 
1,070, and beyond the half mile but 
within a mile sufficient for a further 
1,500, leaving 664 unaccounted for. Of | 
this total 616 are provided for in model 
lodging houses, and therefore the actual | 
number which can be said to be unpro- 
vided for is only 48. I donot think that 
the House can possibly regard that as 
unsatisfactory provision for the working 
classes. The hon. Gentleman also stated 
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| Local Government Board, but it is most 


| this case. 


Member | 


accommodate | hon. Members disagreed with it. 


| efforts to 
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‘certainly an inaccurate description in 
A long inquiry was held by 
the inspector at Leeds, and witnesses of 
every sort and condition were heard. The 
inspector himself spent considerable time 
personally inspecting every portion of 
the land and every court, alley, and 
‘street within the area affected, and the 
recommendation he makes to me is 
based not alone upon the evidence 
received from the medical officer of 
health and other experts, but also upon 
his own personal experience after close 
investigation conducted by himself and 
after a careful examination of all the 
property. Therefore, I do not think it 
can fairly be alleged that the inspector 
only came into contact with the Cor- 
poration officials. My hon. friend the 
Member for South West Manchester 
alleges that some property owners in 
Leeds have not been heard, and that they 
will suffer an injustice through the 
operation of the penal clauses of the 
Act of 1890. When my hon. friend 
states that some of the property owners 
were not heard at jthe inquiry, I do 
not think he has been correctly informed. 
The point was raised before the inspector 
whether or not this was a scheme within 
the meaning of the Act. The inspector 
| decided that that was a question for the 
Local Government Board or  Parlia- 
|ment to decide, and with that point he 
| declined to deal, but he did not decline 
|to hear the owners in regard to the 
| scheme as it affected their property. | 
think the point raised was one for the 
| Local Government Board to decide, and 
Parliament could reverse their decision it 
T do, 
however, hope that this Hot se will pause 
before it consents to check in any way 
the work of large corporations in their 
deal with insanitary areas. 
There is an additional danger in rejecting 
such schemes as this, and it is that if 
Parliament in all cases insists upon the 
full number of those displaced being 
provided for before the areas are allowed 
to be dealt with, I venture to say that 








that the Local Government Board in-| you will make the work of clearing 
spector during his inquiry came only into | insanitary areas practically impossible. 
contact with the officials of the Cor- | There is, fortunately, accommodation 
poration and not with the working | within easy reach of the affected area, and 
classes. I doubt whether that could | nobody could suggest that it would be a 
ever be an accurate description of | hardship for working men to go half a 
an inquiry held by an inspector of the mile or so further. I admit that the 
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a precedent ; | pulling down houses of poor people and 
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as my hon. friend has said, it is the neglecting to provide accommodation 


jargest scheme which 


has ever been | for those dispossessed. 


The result had 


brought forward under the Housing of | been that, instead of reducing the insani- 


the Working Classes Act, but I know of 
no word or line in that Act which limits 
the size of a scheme. It has been said that 
the scheme does not comply with the Act 
because it fdoes not definitely lay down 
what the Corporation propose to do, 
but the Corporation have made a full 
and complete plan as to what they pro- 
pose to do with this insanitary area 
when it is cleared. 


| 


Ido not hesitate to | 


say that from the point of view of | 


getting rid of many insanitary houses 
the scheme is a right and sensible one, 
and I hope the House will see its way 
to adopt it. 


*Mr. HERBERT GLADSTONE (Leeds, 
W.) said the Bill had been attacked from 
different points of view. But he could 
assure his hon. friend the Member for 
Northwich that it was not intended to 


erect, back to back, houses on the 
area in question. He quite agreed 
that the clearing of such a_ large 


area was a matter of very serious con- 
sideration ; but it was obvious that the 
House could not at that stage give a 
ripe judgment on all the details of the 
Bill. The scheme was promoted by the 
city council of Leeds, the members of 
which were practically unanimous in 
favour of it, and was supported by the 
Trades Council. A full local inquiry, 
lasting eight days, had been made into 
the scheme, and the Local Government 
Board had been satisfied on the technical 
points that the provisions of the various 
Housing Acts had been fulfilled. The 
Bill had the support of the Government. 


There was nothing in the Acts requir- | 


ing full details of the scheme to be 
embodied in the Provisional Order, for 
that would be impossible. In these 
circumstances, he hoped the House, 
having regard to the great necessity that 
existed for this Bill, and to the fact that 
the mortality in the area was 40 per 
cent. higher than in the remainder of 
the city, would read the measure a second 


time and send it upstairs for the con- | 


sideration of the Committee. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
that in his own constituency he had 
had some experience of the corporation 


Mr. Walter Long. 


tary condition of the poor people in 
Dublin, they had removed these poor 
people from comparatively good houses 
to worse houses in other parts of the city. 
A colleague of his had received a letter 
from a working man who lived in Leeds, 
who said that before any corporation 
was allowed to pull down an enormous 
number of low-rented houses they ought 
to undertake to build other houses, and 
have them completed before commencing 
demolishing the old houses. A deputa- 
tion of working men had laid these views 
before the Sanitary Committee of the 
Leeds Corporation, but he had not yet 
heard whether that Committee had 
reported on the matter. He did not 
intend to oppose the Second Reading 
of the Bill, but, having an interest in the 
working classes everywhere, he thought 
they were entitled to know from the 
right hon. Gentleman whether the repre- 
sentatives of the working classes had 
been consulted in this matter as well as 
the proprietors of property. He under- 
stood from the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Local Government 
Board that the proposal of the Corpora- 
tion of Leeds was to erect immense flats, 
and that the rent to be charged for 
houses in these flats for working men 
would be 4s. to 6s. per week. That was 
a good deal higher rent than they were 
paying at present—namely, from Is. 10d. 
to 3s. He thought the corporation 
ought to provide accommodation for 
poor people at the same rate they paid 
at present. He did not wish to occupy 
the time of the House much longer, 
because he knew that these private Bill 
discussions were always looked upon as a 
waste of time. He did not take that 
view, but thousands of poor people were 
affected by these schemes, and very 
frequently the time of the House was 
devoted to much less important subjects. 
He merely wanted the right hon. the 
President of the Local Government 
Board to assure the House that these 
poor room-holders would be heard before 


' the Committee, those who, when evicted, 


_would have no place to go to. 


The right 
hon. Gentleman must know that in Paris 
and other continental cities, before houses 
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inhabited by working people were pulled 
down in order to make grand boulevards, 
houses were erected for the accommoda- 
tion of the people dispossessed. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.) said he had 
had some experience on this subject, and 
therefore he intervened in the discussion 
to oppose the Bill. One of the great 
defects of the scheme was that the houses 
were to be pulled down without other 
houses being provided; and he had 
known the hardships to which poor 
people were exposed by that process. 
Two questions ought to be answered 
before the Bill was read a second time. 
First, where were they going to put the 
unfortunate people dispossessed by the 
demolition’ of the existing houses ; and 
second, what class of houses were to be 
provided for them? As a general rule, 
corporations did away with what they 
considered houses which were an injury 
to public health, but they took no con- 
sideration of the unfortunate people 
whom they displaced. They only built 
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houses which attracted a better class of 
people into the district, and drove the 
people dispossessed into other districts. 
They should see that the rents of the 
better class of houses to be erected would 
be such that they could be paid by the 
poor people dispossessed. His experience 
was that the rents were generally doubled. 
In fixing the rents of these houses the 
corporation generally took into con- 
sideration both the sinking fund and the 
interest on the first outlay, and so they 
made the incoming tenant pay for both, 
although when the cost was paid off by 
the sinking fund they retained the 
property. That was not justice ; it was 
iniquitous, and should be stopped. He 
hoped the scheme would be inquired into 
in its entirety, including the question of 
the rent of the outgoing tenant and the 
rent of the incoming tenant. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 307 ; Noes, 
52. (Division List No. 253.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Gloue., Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. 


Burns, John 


Caldwell, James 


Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Butcher, John George 
Caine, William Sproston 


Cameron, Robert 
Carlile, William Walter? 


Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Pornder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dunn, Sir William 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir WilliamHart 


James 





Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Baltour,MajK.R.(Christchurch 
Banbury, irederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’s Lynn) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. IF. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Worcr’ 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJohnCharlesReady 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John Williams 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Saville 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Edwards, Frank 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden,{Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,{Sir RobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 


| Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond. 





Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grodson,SirAugustusFrederick 
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Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) | 


Gore, Hon.GRCOrmsby-Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 


Gorst, Rt. Hon .Sir John Eldon | 


Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 


Greene,SirEW(B’ryS.Edm’ nds | 
| M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 


Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 


Hanbury,Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. | 


Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter.Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampstead 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J.l.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, W illiam(Carnarvonshire 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert. George 

Laurie, Lieut.-Genera] 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, Jchn Herbert 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn.Walter( Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

wurke EK. Haviland- 
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| Ropner, Colonel Robert 
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Lowther,Rt. Hon. James(Kent) 
Lowther,RtHnJW(Cum.Penr. 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas,Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 


| Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield. Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 


| Morrell, George Herbert 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease. Herbert P. (Darlington) , 
Pease. J. A. (Saffron Walden) | 
| Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 


Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Perey, Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 
' Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


' Pym, C. Guy 


Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 
Rea, Russell 


' Reid, James (Greenock) 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Roe, Sir Thomas | 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Clancy, John Joseph 

| Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

' Crean, Eugene 
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Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew}) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lord) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan.E.} 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,J A (Glamorg’n,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E H(Sheffield 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond,Rt. Hon.SirWilliam H 
Walton, John (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 


Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunton 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. ( Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
W odehouse, Rt. Hon. E.R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Young, Commander( Berks, E. } 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr- 
Cautley. 


Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 


| Donelan, Captain A. 


Doogan, P. C. 


| Duffy, William J 


Field, William 
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401 Message from 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Govern, T. 

Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 
Murnaghan, George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 


O’ Dowd, John 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

Mr. BILL reported from the Committee 
on Group L of Private Bills, That the 
parties opposing the Derby Corporation 
Bill had stated that the evidence of Mr. 
William Feast was essential to their case ; 
and, it having been proved that his 
attendance could not be procured with- 
out the intervention of the House, he 
had been instructed to move that the 
said Mr. William Feast do attend the 
said Committee to-day. 

Ordered, That Mr. William Feast do 
attend the Committee on Group L of 
Private Bills to-day. 


LONDON BRIDGE WIDENING BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


ELECTRIC 


ahae 


NOTTING HILL LIGHTING 


Read the third time, and passed. 


OAKHAM WATER BILL (Lords). 
Read the third time, and_ passed, 
with Amendments. 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


BIRMINGHAM (CITY) TRAMWAYS BILL 
{Lords}. 


SOUTH WESTERN AND ISLE OF WIGHT 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 
ETC. BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


{14 June 1901} 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperarp, N.) 
| O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| Northern 





the Lords. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
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O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon.N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Nolan and Mr. Nannetti. 


‘LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF THE WORK- 
ING CLASSES) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


As amended, considered : to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 


PIER 


ARIZONA COPPER COMPANY, LIMITED, 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


[UNDER THE PrivaTE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(ScortanD) Act, 1899.] 

Considered ; to be read the third time 
upon Tuesday next. 
CORPORATION BILL 

[Lords]. 

The CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS, 
in pursuance of Standing Order No. 
83, relating to Private Bills, informed 
theHouse that, in his opinion, the Bourne- 
mouth Corporation Bill [Lords], though 
unopposed, ought to be treated as an 
opposed Private Bill. 


BOURNEMOUTH 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report. 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 

Mr. Heywood JOHNSTONE reported 
from the Committee on Group K_ of 
Private Bills: That, there being no 
business ready for their consideration, 
the Committee had adjourned till Thurs- 
day next, at half-past eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to Great 
tailway Bill, with Amend- 


| ments. 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | PETITIONS. 

** An Act to confirm certain Provisional | —— 

Orders made by the Board of Trade under | CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 


the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and/ Petitions for Alteration of Law ; from 
1888, relating to Blackrock, Dungannon, | Burton-on-Trent ; and, Stapenhill; to 
Kildare, and Waterford.” Electric Light- | lie upon the Table. 
ing Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill, 
[Lords]. EDUCATION BILL. 
Also a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act tocon-| Petition from Ystradyfodwg, for altera- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by | tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
the Board of Trade under the authority | 
of the Gas and Water Works Facili-| SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS To 
ties Act, 1870, relating to Bexhill Water | CHILDREN BILL 
and Gas, High Wycombe Gas, Portsea| Petitions against, from Rochdale: 
Gas, Slough Gas, and Woking District | Taunton ; Burton-on-Trent ; and, South 
Gas.” Gas and Water Orders Confirma- | Bristol ; to lie upon the Table. 
tion Bill [Lords]. | Petitions in favour, from Hove: 
And also a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act Hackney ; Colwyn Bay ; Street ; Crewe 
to extend the powers of the Elland-cum- | (three) ; Gloucester (two) ; Stoke New- 
Greetland Gas Company; to amend ington (two); Stepney; Erith; South 
the Acts relating to that Company ; and | Hackney ; South Hornsey ; Upton Park ; 
for other purposes.” Elland Gas Bill) Belvedere (two) ; Kettering ; Blacko; 
[Lords. ] | Westbury ; Limehouse ; Uttoxeter; 
| Onslow Square; Edgbaston; South 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL Kensington; Bethnal Green; and 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL [Lords]. | Southwold ; to lie upon the Table. 
Read the first time ; Referred to the | : ” aii 
, “ners of Petitions rive ills ALE , N XICATING 4AIQUORS 
Examiners of A Tea a10} ate Bills, | we CHILDREN GCOTLAND) ER 
| Petitions in favour, from Strath- 
GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- | kinness ; Eday ; Nenthorn ; Greenlaw ; 
TION BILL [Lords]. | Persie; and Helensburgh ; to lie upon 
Read the first time; Referred to! the Table. 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private | 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 211.] SOVEREIGN’S os ON ACCESSION 
ELLAND GAS BILL [Lords]. Petitions against, from Kirkintilloch : 
Read the first time; and referred and Lairg ; to lie upon the Table. 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 
| | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). } 
Mr. BILL reported from the Committee | EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
on Group L of Private Bills, That the | REPORTS). 
parties opposing the Derby Corporation | Copy presented, of General Reports 
Bill had stated that the evidence of Dr. | hy the Chief Inspector of the Northern 
William Henry Wright was essential to land Southern Divisions of Scotland for 
their case ; and it having been proved| the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie 
that his attendance could not be pro- | upon the Table. — 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move! LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOT- 
that the said Dr. William Henry Wright , LAND) ACT, 1898. 
do attend the said Committee upon Mon-| Copy presented, of Minute, dated 14th 
day next, at half-past eleven of the clock. | June, 1901, providing for the distribution 
Ordered, That Dr. William Henry] of the sum available for Secondary or 
Wright do attend the Committee on! Technical (including Agricultural) Educa- 
Group L of Private Bills upon Monday | tion under the _ Act [by Command]: 
next, at half-past eleven of the clock. to lie upon the Table. 


and to be printed. 
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NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. _; fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade. 
Copy presented of  Forty-fourth amending the Isle of Thanet Light Rail- 
Annual Report of the Trustees of the ways Order, 1898 (Isle of Thanet Light 
National Portrait Gallery, 1900-1901 | Railways (Amendment) Order, 1901) [by 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. | Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
' fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light. 
Railway in the county of Warwick, in 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 AND | 
1888. 

Copy presented, of Special Report by 

the Board of Trade under Section 1 


of the Electric Lighting Act, 1888. the urban district of Nuneaton and 
Penge Electric Lighting Order: [by | Chilvers Coton and the rural district of 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. Atherstone (Nuneaton and District Light 
Railway Order, 1901) [by Command] ; 

LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- | Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, | fed and confirmed by the Board of Trade. 
amending the Mid-Suffolk Light Railway authorising the construction of Light 
Order, 1900 (Mid-Suffolk Light Rail- | Railways in the county of Nottingham. 
way (Amendment) Order, 1901) [by in the borough of Mansfield, and the 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. urban districts of Mansfield, Woodhouse, 

Copy presented, of Order made by the | Sutton-in-Ashfield, and Hucknall-under- 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- | Huthwaite (Mansfield and District Light 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, | Railways Order, 1901) [by Command] : 
authorising the construction of a Light | to lie upon the Table. 

Railway in the Rural district of Pateley ' 
Bridge, in the West Riding of the county 
of York, from Pa teley Bridge to Loft- | 
house (Nidd Valley Light Railway Order, 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade.. 
authorising the construction of Light 
Ba iby Command] ; oe epee the ‘Railways in the West Riding of the 

peg county of York from Rothwell to Hunslet, 

Copy presented, of Order made by the and the working of the East and West 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi-| Yorkshire Union Railways as Light 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, | Railways (East and West Union Light 
authorising the construction of Light | Railways Order, 1901) [by Command] : 
Railways from Ravensthorpe to Cleck- | to lie upon the Table. ~ 
heaton, in the West Riding of the county 


of York (Spen Valley Light Railway | CENSUS OF SCOTLAND. 1901 
Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon Copy eg d. of P lit Cheba R ; 
the Table. opy presented, of Freliminary heport 


of the Census of Scotland, 1901 [by Com- 
Copy presented, of Order made by the | mand] ; to lie upon the Table. ; 

Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- | 

tied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, | papER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 


authorising the construction of Light CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Railways in the borough of Dewsbury,| Intermediate Education (Ireland).—- 


the urban districts of Cleckheaton, | Accounts of Receipts and Expenditure 

Liversedge, Heckmondwike, Gomersal, | for 1900, with Report of the Comptrolle1 

Birkenshaw, Hunsworth, and Thornhill! and Auditor General thereon [by Act], 

and (under certain conditions) in the city to be printed. [No. 211.] . 

ot Bradford and the borough of Batley, 

in the West Riding of the county of York | COAL TABLES. 

(Spen Valley Light Railway (Extensions) 

Order, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Production, Consumption, and Ex- 

the Table. port of Coal, and the number of Persons 
Copy presented, of Order made by the employed in Coal Production, in the 

Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- principal Countries of the World, in each 


Copy ordered, “‘ of Statement showing 
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year from 1883 to 1899, as far as the 
particulars can be stated ; together with 
a Statement showing the Production of, 
and Trade in, Petroleum in the United 
States and in the Russian Empire for a 


series of years (in continuation of Parlia- | 


mentary Paper, No. 134, of Session 
1900.” (Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


PUBLIC INCOME — EXPENDITURE. 

Return ordered, “of Net Public In- 
come and Net Public Expenditure under 
certain specified Heads, as represented 
by Receipts into and Issues out of the 
Exchequer from 1880-81 to 1900-1901 
inclusive (in continuation of Parliamen- 
tary Paper, No. 357, of Session 1900).”— 
(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- | 


mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 


Standing Committee on Trade (including | 


Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures—Mr. Harrington and 
Major Jameson ; 
substitution : Mr. 
O'Connor. 

Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee, That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure the fol- 
lowing fifteen Members in respect of the 
Larcen: Anson, Mr. 
Attorney General, Mr. Black, Mr. Boland, 
Mr. T. D. Bolton, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. 
Cohen, Sir Brampton Gurdon, Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse, Mr. Leigh-Bennett, 
Mr. Martin, Mr. Mather, Mr. Morris, 
Mr. Nicol, and Mr. Stock. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


Dillon and Mr. T. P. 





STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S 


PANEL). 
Sin JAMES FERGUSSON reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had 
appointed Mr. Laurence Hardy to act as 
Chairman of the Standing Committee 
for the consideration of Bills relating to 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fish- 
ing), Shipping, and Manufactures. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 


Queen Anne’s Bounty Board.—That 
they have appointed a Committee con- 


MONS} 


and had appointed in | 
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sisting of Five Lords to join with a Com- 
mittee of the Commons, pursuant to 
, Message of this House, * to consider the 
constitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty 
Board, and to report whether economy 
and efficiency of administration would 
_be promoted by any change in its con- 
| stitution or by its amalgamation with 
_any other body.” 

Public Accounts.—That they give 
leave to the Clerk of the Parliaments to 
| attend in order to his being examined as a 
Witness before the Select Committee 
appointed by this House on Public 
Accounts. 


| PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN 
PARLIAMENT [JOINT COMMITTEE]. 
Report, with Minutes of Evidence and 
an Appendix, from the Joint Committee 
brought up, and read. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 212.] 


QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—SHOOTING OF 
BOER PRISONERS AT PRETORIA. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

War whether he is aware that two 

burghers were shot in Pretoria on Tues- 

day, and can he say what was the offence, 
and whether any British subjects were 
shot by the Boers in cold blood since the 
war began. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For 

WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 

Three Boers who were on parole at- 

tempted to leave Pretoria during the 

night of 9th June to join commandoes : 
two were armed and opened fire on the 
party sent to capture them, wounding 
one man. They were condemned to 
death by court-martial, and the two 
armed men were shot. All prisoners 
attempting to escape are liable to be shot. 

There are undoubted cases of shooting 

of British subjects by the Boers. I do 

not think it is desirable to deal with 
them, as there is no connection between 

‘these judicial sentences and excesses 

which have been, in certain instances, 
|committed by the Boers. 


| 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 


| Can the right hon. Gentleman cite a 
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single instance where British prisoners 
have been shot in this way by the Boers 
when captured by them ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Of | 


eourse not. 


Mr. BRODRICK : But I do not know 
of any cases in which British prisoners, 
having escaped, have fired on a patrol 
sent to capture them and wounded them, 
though I do know cases in which British 


{14 JuNE 1901} 





subjects, for no valid offence, have been 
shot in cold blood by the Boers. [Cries | 
of “* Name” from Nationalist Members. | | 
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what measures are taken to prevent a 
famine among the native population in 
the denuded districts. 

Mr. BRODRICK: 


Every effort is 


| made to secure natives from any avoid- 


able loss. Payments to natives for their 
cattle have been reported in various 
instances. Lord Kitchener is fully alive 
to the difficulty of the situation in regard 
to supplies. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Are the 
natives taken into refugee camps ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot say what 
is done in each case ; but they are safe- 


I might mention the cases of Boyd and| guarded as far as possible from the 


another who were shot at Wolmaranstad 
about four months ago, and also the case 
of Esau, who was shot in cold blood. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Is it not | 


rigours of the war. 


VLAKFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT. 
Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 


the fact that a large number of British | t? ask the Secretary of State for War 


prisoners imprisoned on the racecourse | 
at Pretoria, while the capital was in the | 
hands of the Transvaal Government, | 
escaped; were any of them captured | 
and shot, and was any attempt made to | 
shoot the hon. Member for Oldham when 


he ran away ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


incidents cannot be discussed. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then, | 
is it not the fact that the circumstances 
surrounding the cases mentioned by the 
right hon. Gentleman have been greatly 
in dispute, and particularly that the case 
of Esau was strenuously denied ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
matter cannot be investigated now. The 
right hon. Gentleman was asked to 
name cases, and he did so, but these 
cannot be discussed. 


These 


PROTECTION OF SOUTH AFRICAN 
NATIVES. es 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, in the course of 
operations for clearing the country in the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colony, the 
natives are deprived of their cattle, 
sheep, grain, and agricultural imple- 
ments ; if so, whether any compensation 
is¥made to the owners for the loss, and 
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whether he can state how many troops 


General Dixon had under his command 


in the recent engagement at Vlakfontein, 
and whether the Boer forces opposed 
to him exceeded 600; and, if so, what 
was his estimate of the strength of the 
Boers engaged in the action. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The figures have 
been already published. General Dixon 
had about 1,450 men, and the Boers 
had about 1,200 men. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman kindly inform the 
First Lord of the Treasury of that fact ? 


TRANSVAAL CONCESSIONS COMMISSION 
—MINING CONCESSIONS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, having regard to the fact that 
the Report of the Transvaal Concessions 
Commission shows that mining con- 
cessions have not yet been inquired 
into, will he state when the Commis- 
sioners propose to make inquiry in regard 
to these concessions. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The Commissioners 
have concluded their inquiry, and I am 
not aware that there are any further 


| concessions demanding inquiry. 


Q 
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LONDON SCOTTISH VOLUNTEERS 
ACTIVE SERVICE COMPANY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will explain the 
conditions under which London Scottish 
Volunteers were enrolled for active ser- 
vice shortly after the outbreak of war 
in South Africa; and is he aware that 
the members of this force who have now 
returned to this country have recently 
been informed that the thirty days pay, 
which was paid to them as a gratuity, 
will now be deducted from war gra- 
tuities payable by the paymaster ; and 
will he state why the deduction is to be 
made. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The conditions 
of enlistment are clearly laid down in 
Army Order 29 of February, 1900. 
Under these they were entitled to a 
gratuity of £5 on discharge, in addition 
to the war gratuity. In some cases, 
by a mistake as to the regulations, a 
furlough of thirty days was granted 
to these service companies on discharge, 
involving a further payment. Consider- 
ing the long and excellent service given 
by these men, and that their engagement 
was at Army rates, I have arranged 
that in all cases a furlough of thirty 
days with pay shall be given in addition 
to the gratuities earned. 


Questions. 


SPION KOP—SURVEY. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, in view of the discussion 
on the question of the events in connec- 
tion therewith, whether there is any 
objection to correct plans of Spion Kop 
and the neighbourhood of Spion Kop 
being issued and laid before Parliament ; 
and whether maps were made by a 
thoroughly equipped party, including 
Royal Engineers, under Lieutenant Skip- 
with ; if so, are these or copies of them 


in the War Office. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Surveys 
are being made of the neighbourhood, 
and I think we must wait for them 
before issuing detailed plans of any 
particular district. 


TRANSPORT—THE “MONGOLIAN.” 
Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Secretary 
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of State for War whether he ean state: 


the registered accommodation of the 
** Mongolian ” for troops, and how many 
men she brought home from South 
Africa on her last voyage, whether there 
were seven deaths on board, and what 
was the number of cases of enteric fever 
and other diseases which occurred during 
the passage to Southamption. 


Lorp STANLEY: The registered 
accommodation of the ‘ Mongolian” 


is 1,000 for troops. On her last voyage 
she brought home 778 Imperial Yeo- 
manry. There were thirty-one cases 
of enteric, forty-two cases of miscel- 
laneous diseases and other trivial cases 
during the voyage; seven deaths oc- 
curred, all from enteric. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
the s.s. “Mongolian” is still in the 
transport service; and, if so, on what 
date she will sail. 


THe SECRETARY to tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsteER, Belfast, 
W.): The “ Mongolian ” was discharged 
from the transport service on the 11th 
instant. 


ARMY RATIONS —POISONOUS TINNED 
MEATS. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that a 
number of men of the York and Lancaster 
Regiment in Fermoy Barracks were 
poisoned on Saturday last by eating 
tinned meat; can he state whether 
any deaths have occurred ; from what 
source the meat was obtained, and 
whether a full inquiry will be made 
into the circumstances. 


Lorp STANLEY: Some men of the 
York and Lancaster Regiment were 
poisoned by partaking of a tin of beef 
This tin was purchased by the men 
from the canteen, and was not part of 
the Government ration. The men are 
all practically well now. The com- 
manding officer has full discretion — in 
regard to canteen supplies, and no inquiry 
is necessary. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will an 
inquiry be made as to where the canteen. 
authorities purchased this meat ? 
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Lorp STANLEY: If the general 
officer commanding thinks it necessary 
to make further inquiry, it lies in his 
power to do so. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
Will a prosecution be ordered against 
those who have thus endeavoured to 
poison His Majesty’s troops ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


PENRHYN QUARRY DISPUTE—MILI- 
TARY AID TO THE CIVIL POWER. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

War whether any application has been 


made for the military, in anticipation | 


of disturbance at the Penrhyn quarries ; 
whether, in the event of application being 
made, will he notify by circular or other- 


wise to magistrates and tradesmen in| 


the locality that neither the War Office 


or the County Council of Carnarvonshire | 


is bound by any agreement for catering 
the troops that may be entered into by 
the local magistrates ; and whether the 
War Office proposes to make any further 
payment to the Aberdare tradesmen who 
catered for the troops in that town in 
1898 upon the order of the late stipendiary 
magistrate for Merthyr, at rates agreed 
upon between him and them, and before 
the decision of the High Court was given 
that the cost of catering was an Imperial 
and not a local charge. 


Lorp STANLEY: I understand that 
application for military aid has been 
made, but this matter entirely rests 
with the general officer commanding 
the district. I do not propose to issue 


any circular of the nature suggested. | 
In regard to the third paragraph, all the | 


payments that are considered due from 
Army funds have been made, and it is 
not proposed to make any further pay- | 
ments. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Is the noble! 
Lord aware that the payment was not | 
in accordance with the terms agreed | 
upon ? 


Lorp STANLEY : 


I am not. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Where did | 
the application for military aid come. 
from ? | 
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{| Lorp STANLEY: I cannot answer 
‘that question. I do not know. 


| 
| VOLUNTEERS AT DUBLIN BARRACKS. 
| Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary of State for War whether 
‘the individuals who are alleged to be 
| drilled at Portobello Barracks, Dublin, 
{with regular soldiers are volunteers ; 
}and, if so, to what volunteer regiments 
'do they belong ; whether, if they do not 
| prove themselves efficient, they are sub- 
ject to any penalty, and, seeing that they 
|are receiving instruction from a non- 
commissioned officer on the strength of 
'the Rifle Brigade, will he state what 
/remuneration this officer receives for 
his services; whether these individuals 
have applied for and received licences 
to carry arms from the Chief Commis- 
sioner of Police; for what purpose are 
‘they being drilled and instructed in 
the handling of firearms ; and whether 
part of the instruction comprises a week 
at camp at Rhyl; and, if so, can he state 
| who pays the expense of such a journey. 
Lorp STANLEY: The individuals 
named are volunteers from the Volur 
teer Battalions of the Royal Welsi. 
Fusiliers and the Royal Highlanders. 
Their drills are for the purpose of im 
proving their military knowledge, but 
do not: count towards efficiency. If 
'they are returned non-efficient they do 
not receive the efficiency grant, and they 


are liable for certain penalties according 


to the rules of their corps. The non- 
commissioned officer who drills them 
receives no extra remuneration from 
Army funds. I have no information 
as to any application for licences. It 
the battalion to which they belong goes 
into camp they would be permitted to 
go into camp with it, but the cost of the 
journey would not fall upon Army 
funds. 


IRISH RIFLE CLUBS. 
Mr. O’SHEE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he will 


state the general regulations for the 


formation of rifle clubs in Ireland with 
respect to the right of such clubs to be 
supplied with Government rifles and 
ammunition, and will any such club 
duly affiliated to the National Rifle 


Q 2 
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Association be supplied with same at| Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, EF.) : Can the 
cost price. right hon. Gentleman say when he will 


—_n ' ... | make his promised statement on the 
Lorp STANLEY: The conditions | . t: , 
under which rifle clubs in Ireland are | ane ee Siem t 


supplied with Government rifles and; yp 4 ‘J BALFOUR: I said “ very 
ammunition are precisely the same as! oui Vpeop es 

: ieee ' shortly,” which I suppose may be in- 
those which obtain in England and y ager’ y 


terpreted, without any violent exegesis 
Scotland. In cases where such clubs / < , 
ios ihe to mean next week or the week after. 
have been affiliated to the National 
Rifle Association, rifles and ammunition | 
have been supplied at vocabulary rates. 


a4 
| NAVAL CONSTRUCTION. “@ 
| Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8): 

RECRUITING IN IRELAND. I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
Mr. O’SHEE : I beg to ask the Secre- | miralty whether he will state what was 

? ‘ ; the amount spent on new construction 
during the financial year ending 31st 
| March, 1901. 


tary of State for War whether he can | 
state how many recruits for the Regular 
and Militia forces, respectively, have 
enlisted in Ireland during the first four 
months of the present year, and how 
many during the same four months of 
the years 1899 and 1900. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Theamount 
spent on new construction during the 
financial year ending 31st March, 1901, 
was £8,911,849. 


Lorp STANLEY : The figures are as 


follows :— QUEENSLAND ASIATIC BILL. 
Army. Militia. Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
1899 .............. 1,465 3.063. to ask the Secretary of State for the 
1900 .............. 1,880 1,867. Colonies whether it is intended to con- 
1901 .............. 1,367 1,544. tinue to refuse the Royal Assent to 
the Queensland Asiatic Bill in case that 
NAVAL WORKS BILL. or a similar measure should be presented 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- for assent by the Parliament of the 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the Australian Commonwealth. 
Treasury if he can name an early day : 
for the introduction of the Naval Works) Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The ques- 
Bill. tion is purely hypothetical, and the hon. 
Member is aware that I cannot answer 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | such questions. 


SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | 
E.): In the present state of public CHINA—GERMAN TROOPS AT 
business it is impossible for me to fix a SHANGHAL 


date for the introduction of the Naval, Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 
Works Bill, but [ am specially anxious to| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
meet the convenience of the House upon State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
it, because I understand that on this occupation of Shanghai by German 
Bill the hon. Gentleman desires to make troops is in accordance with the terms 
some observations on the subject of of the Anglo-German Agreement, and, 
Gibraltar. I think that would be aif not, whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
proper occasion, and I quite recognise ment will invite the German Govern- 
that there are special reasons connected | ment to withdraw at an early day all 
with the events of this year which make | German troops from the British sphere 
it important, if possible, to take an early | of influence in China. 

opportunity for discussing this matter. 


| Tue UNDER SECRETARY oF 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : There; STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
will at any rate be a Bill ? |(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester) : The 
| Anglo-German Agreement is directed 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. |to securing freedom of trade for all 
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nations in the rivers and littoral of 
China, and to maintaining the terri- 
torial integrity of China, and has no 
relation to the subject of the hon. Gentle- 
man’s question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
not the fact that the operation of the | 
Anglo-German Agreement is having the 
effect of elbowing England out of China ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


FRUIT AND SUGAR DUTIES — PRE- 
SERVED FRUITS. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg) 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he is aware that the Customs 
have recently issued an order imposing 
a duty of 7s. per ewt upon apricot pulp 
which contains no added sugar, that 
this article contains over 80 per cent. 
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of water, and that fresh apricots when 
dried yield one-fifth of their weight, | 
and consequently that the pulp will now 
pay relatively five times as much duty | 
as dried apricots, and this notwith- | 
standing that neither of these articles 
contain any added sugar whatever; | 
under what authority has this order | 
been issued, and whether all fruit pulp | 
free from added sugar imported or pro- | 
duced in this country will be subject to | 
similar conditions. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX-| 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): This is a question of the 
Fruit Duty, not of the Sugar Duty. 
Dried and otherwise preserved apricots 
and apricot pulp are chargeable with 
duty at 7s. a ewt. under the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1876, because apricots are a 
kind of plum. Duty has long been 
levied on dried apricots, but apricot 
pulp has hitherto escaped duty under 
the idea that it contained sugar, plums 
preserved in sugar being exempt from 
duty under the above-mentioned Act. 
This exemption clearly could not con- 
tinue after the reimposition of the sugar 
duty, and it was therefore repealed by 
the resolution agreed to by the House 
and embodied in the Finance Bill. From 
recent analyses in the Customs labora- 
tory, apricot pulp appears to contain 
no added sugar and very little (at most 





10 or 11 per cent.), if any, added water 


.|is allowed in the Isle of Man, 
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No doubt a pound of pulp contains 
much less fruit than a pound of dried 
apricots, but the fact that a particular 
method of preservation retains the 
natural juices in the fruit does not 
afford any legal ground of exemption 
from duty. I am, however, considering 
whether a lower rate of duty might 
not properly be charged on preserved 
than on dried apricots. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Are we to regard 
this as a strictly new duty which has 
never been before the House at all ? 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: No, I have 


| said it is embodied in the Finance Bill. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he can explain the differentiation of the 
sugar duty on canned peaches and other 
fruits preserved in syrup, which are 
assessed on the basis of 1s. per ewt. of 
the nett weight of the contents of the 
tins, while canned apricots, also pre- 
served in syrup containing a like amount 
of sugar, are now being charged a duty 


of 7s. per ewt. 


*Srr M. HICKS BEACH: Canned 
apricots, as I have already explained, 
| are subject to the Fruit Duty. Canned 
| peaches and the other fruit assessed at 
ls. the ewt. by General Order 45 
of 1901 are not subject to it ; there- 


'fore the Sugar Duty only is charged 


on the sugar in each can. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say what is the difference 
between an apricot and a peach, that 
one is subject to one treatment and the 
other to another treatment ? 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: According 
to the very best authorities [ have con- 
sulted, it was decided many years ago 
that an apricot was a plum and a 
peach was not. 


CUSTOMS REBATES IN IRELAND AND 
THE ISLE OF MAN. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether, having 
regard to the fact that a rebate on the 
duty on tea, sugar, whiskey, and tobacco 
and in 
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view of the Financial Relations Com- | interest in the investigation has a right 
mission’s Report, a similar rebate could| to appear and be made a party to the 
be allowed in Ireland to reduce the | proceedings, but the question whether 
over-taxation of that country. |any person succeeds in showing that 
| interest is for the discretion of the judge. 
*Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: The Isle | 
of Man has its own customs tariff,; Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May 
originating with the Tynwald. The I ask whether the right hon. Gentleman 
duties on tea and tobacco are the same | will make some new arrangement where- 
in the Isle of Man as in Great Britain by in similar cases the relatives of all 
and Ireland, and no rebate on them | persons who are drowned in ships that 
is allowed. The duty on whiskey is/are wrecked may have the fullest oppor- 
lower in the Isle of Man than in Great tunity in every way of appearing before 
Britain and Ireland, and a rebate is} the court of inquiry? In this case the 
consequently allowed on whiskey which | relatives of twelve unfortunate boys 
has paid duty in Great Britain and is were refused it. 

subsequently shipped to Man. As re-| 

gards sugar, no duty has yet been im-| *Mr. RITCHIE: I have already stated 
posed in the Isle of Man, and sugar) what the requirements of the law are, 
removed to that island would receive a| and I have no power to vary the law. 
rebate under similar circumstances. | The judge, acting on his own discretion, 
So long as the customs tariff in Ireland | refused to hear the representatives, and 
is the same as in Great Britain no ques- |] am not prepared to say whether, in my 
tion of rebate can arise. | opinion, it was aright orwrong discretion. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.E.): How long) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 


will that be ! call attention to this case at an early date. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I hope as 


long as I live. 


WELSH INSPECTORS OF MINES. 
Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I beg 
'to ask the Secretary of State for the 
THE “PRIMROSE HILL” INQUIRY. | Home Department whether he is aware 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg} that Mr. Hall, the inspector for North 
to ask the Secretary of State for the | Wales under the Coal Mines Regulation 
Home Department if he can state why | Acts, and Dr. Foster, the late inspector 
the relatives of certain apprentices who | for North Wales under the Metalliferous 
lost their lives in the ‘ Primrose Hill”) Mines Acts, were appointed prior to the 
disaster were not allowed to be repre-| passing of the Coal Mines Regulation 
sented at the inquiry held upon the | Act, 1887, and the Quarries Act, 1894, 


subject, and whether the next-of-kin respectively ; and, seeing that Dr. Foster 


of men who lose their lives in cases of this having now resigned, the appointment 
kind are entitled to be represented at of Mr. Hall as his successor (he, prior 
such inquiries. to this appointment, not having been 
‘inspector for North Wales under the 
*THe SECRETARY or STATE For | Metalliferous Mines Acts, but only under 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. the Coal Mines Regulation Acts) now 
Ritcutz, Croydon): I am _ informed | comes under the provisions of the Metal- 
that the relatives were allowed to be | liferous Mines Act, 1872, Section 15, as 
represented at the inquiry to the extent amended by the Quarries Act, 1894, 
of their solicitor being permitted to Section 2, Sub-section 2, and in view 
cross-examine witnesses. But the judge of the fact that Mr. Hall is not able to 
declined to allow them to be made formal speak the Welsh language, and that 
parties to the proceedings, and therefore there are thousands of monoglot miners 
refused to permit their solicitor to address |in North Wales, whether he will, in 
the court at the conclusion of theevidence. | accordance with the statutory require- 
By the rules made under the Merchant | ments, appoint an inspector in success 
Shipping Act governing these inquiries, sion to Dr. Foster acquainted with the 
any person who can show that he has an’ Welsh language. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: The answer to the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
affirmative. As regards the second para- 


graph, it is true that Mr. Hall has not | 


hitherto been inspector for North Wales 
under the Metalliferous Mines Aets, 
but he has been the inspector under 
the Coal Mines Acts, and in accordance 
with the express provisions of Section 
15 of the Metalliferous Mines Act of 


1872, I am directing him to act as Metal- | 


liferous Mines Inspector in North Wales, 
and in pursuance of Section 2, Sub- 
section (2), of the Quarries Act of 1894,he 
will also be inspector of quarries in that 
district. I am not, therefore, making a 
new appointment, to which contingency 
alone, in my opinion, the section of the 
Quarries Act to which the hon. Member 
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| *Mr. SPEAKER: That is a matter of 
| argument. 

| 

| EXPORTS OF WELSH COAL. 


| Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
| the President of the Board of Trade 
| whether he will state what variation 
there has been in the exports of coal 
‘from Cardiff and Newport respectively 
in May, 1901, as compared with the 
| quantity exported in the corresponding 
‘month of last year, and if he will give 


| the percentage increase or decrease. 


| THE PRESIDENT or toe BOARD or 
| TRADE (Mr. Greratp Batrour, Leeds, 
| Central): The quantity of coal exported 
from Cardiff in May, 1900, was 
1,168,722 tons, and in May, 1901, 


refers applies. Even if it were otherwise, | 1,352,279 tons, an increase of 15°71 per 
that section requires merely that) cent. The exports of coal from Newport 
“among candidates equally qualified, | in the same months were 209,077 tons 
persons having a knowledge of the Welsh | and 210,289 tons, an inerease of “58 per 
language shall be preferred.” In this | cent. 

ease there was no candidate whose | 


qualifications, could compare with those | MILK STANDARDS. 


of Mr. Hall, upon whose ability and | wiles et : ‘ 
good service I need hardly enlarge. | Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : 


With reference to the consideration due 
to the Welsh-speaking miners, I would | 
repeat that, in accordance with a general 
scheme of rearrangement in the mines | 


I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether he intends to 
adopt the standard for milk recom- 
mended by the Departmental Com- 
mittee (Majority Report); and, if so, 





inspection districts, of which this par- | 
ticular question is only part, Mr. Williams 
and Mr. Jones, the two Welsh-speaking | The following questions also appeared 
assistant inspectors in North Wales, | on the Paper on the same subject :— 
who have hitherto acted not only forthat, |. rere : wid oe 
district but also for four English counties SIR MANCHERJEE BHOW NAG- 
and the Isle of Man, will now devote GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To 
themselves entirely to inspection in ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
Wales. The new arrangement will, culture if he has had under consideration 
therefore, secure a considerable increase the Reports, both of the majority and 
of inspection there by Welsh-speaking | ™inority, of the Departmental Com- 
inspectors. | mittee as regards the percentage of solid 
{matter and fat in milk ; and if he has 
Mr. MOSS was understood to inquire | Come to any decision on the recommen- 
if candidates were advertised, seeing dations contained in those Reports. 
that this was a new appointment. | Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
a {Molton): To ask the President of 
“Mk. SPEAKER : Order, order ! the Board of Agriculture whether he 
: . . has fixed the standard for milk under 
Mr. HERBERT LEW IS (Flint | the provisions of the Food and Drugs 
Boroughs) : The question 1s whether) act; if so, can he state what are the 
the appointment of an inspector to) standards fixed. 
duties different from those he had | 
hitherto performed, and in a different) *THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
district, did not constitute a new appoint-| oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
ment. | Preston) : After carefully considering the 


when such standard will come into force. 
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evidence submitted to the Departmental | the local authority, out of whose funds 

Committee and their Reports, I propose | the compensation is paid. A very large 

to fix a standard under which, for the| proportion of cases of glanders occur 

purposes of the Sale of Food and Drugs| in the area of the London County Council, 

Act, a presumption will be raised that | who, I understand, now have the whole 

milk is not genuine unless it contains! subject under their consideration. 

3 per cent. of milk fat and 8.5 per cent. | 

of non-fatty milk solids. Regulations POST OFFICE — EXTRANEOUS 

to this effect are being prepared, and | ASSISTANCE. 

propose that they shall come into force! Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 

on Ist August. | I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 

| as representing the Postmaster General, 

PUBLIC DRINKING PLACES FOR | if he can state why certain officials from 


ANIMALS. | Somerset House and other public offices 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom-| have for the past six to eight months 
ford): I beg to ask the President of the | been employed at from 6d. to 8d. per 
Board of Agriculture whether, seeing | hour in assisting in the primary sorting 
how easily under present conditions, | at different postal centres in London 
horses are infected with dangerous dis-| for as long as three or four hours in the 
eases, he will consider the advisability | evening, although in receipt of salaries 
of issuing a regulation to the effect | some as high as £160 per annum; and 
that every public drinking place for| whether he will consider the advisa- 
animals must be provided with a stand-| bility of having this work performed 
pipe and tap, which will enable carmen | by members of the permanent postal 
to fill their own buckets and water their | staff instead of having to resort to dual 
horses without fear of infection. employment. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I have no power) Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
to issue such a regulation as the hon.| THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAN- 
Member suggests. |BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The 
reason is that the assistance is required 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS—COMPULSORY | at a period of the day when all the per- 
SLAUGHTER. 'manent postal staff whose attendances 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: I beg to|¢an possibly be arranged to cover the 
ask the President of the Board of| period in question are already on duty. 
Agriculture whether he will consider | 
the advisability of granting a higher) EX-SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH COM- 
compensation to the owners of diseased | PANY’S CLERKS PENSION QUESTION. 
animals slaughtered by order of the} Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Board’s inspectors ; and whether he is | Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
aware that £2 as compensation in cases|ing the Postmaster General, whether 
of glanders is insufficient to prevent the | those clerks in the employ of the late 
owner endeavouring to temporarily cure | Submarine Telegraph Company, who 
his horse, and send it for sale to a public | were in 1890 taken over by the Post 
place in which it is almost certain to! Office, are allowed to count the whole 
affect surrounding animals. | of their service, including that not ren- 
| "e ‘row yaras § Ts fie 
*Mr. HANBURY: The diseased ani-| nt d to the Crown, towards superannu 
mals are slaughtered by the local autho- 
rity at their own discretion, and without} Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
any special order of the Board or their | is provided by Clause 3 of the Post Office 
inspectors. The sum of £2 mentioned | and Telegraph Act of 1897 that officers 


in the question is the minimum amount | of the late Submarine Telegraph Com- 

of compensation sanctioned by the| pany, who, on the Ist of April, 1889. 

Board, and one-fourth of the value of | entered the permanent Civil Service of 

the animal immediately before it became | the State in an established capacity shall, 

diseased is the maximum. Between’ for the purposes of the Superannuation 

these two points the decision rests with | Acts, be entitled to count their past years 
} 
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of continuous service with the company 
since the 28th of January, 1870, as years 
passed in the Civil Service of the State. 


ELECTRIC TRAM ACCIDENTS IN 
GLASGOW. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, if he will state how many 
tramear aecidents occurred in Glasgow 
and Edinburgh respectively during the 
first four months of the present year, and 
also the number of electric car accidents 
in each city during the same period ; and, 
in view of the increase in the number of 
accidents of this description, will he state 
the maximum speed at which electric 
cars are allowed to travel in these cities, 
and will he say how many cases of exces- 
sive speed have been reported by the 
police. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The Secre- 
tary for Scotland has no information on 
the matters referred to, which do not fall 
within his departmental jurisdiction. 


Mr. WEIR: Then to whom must I 
apply for the information ? 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: I should 
say to the Glasgow City Council. 


APPLECROSS (ROSS-SHIRE) FISHERY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether the Conge sted 
Districts Board have yet considered the | 
expediency of providing a grant towards 
the erection of a small pier or boatslip 
at Annat, in the parish of Applecross, 
toss-shire. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Congested Districts Board received an 
application from the county council on 
the 6th instant, andare making inquiry | 
into the case. 





OFFICERS OF HEALTH IN THE HIGH- 
LANDS. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Clack- 
mannan and Kinross): I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate if in the case of sparsely 
populated districts, especially in the 


Highlands and Islands of Scotland, the 
Government will provide that medica] 
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|matter is entirely 
_and the Government have no power in 


tion with Sir John Taylor. 
‘decision has been come to with regard 


| Street, 
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'men may be appointed officers of health 
without holding diplomas in sanitary 


science, public health, and State medicine. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


regulated by statute, 


the matter. 


NEW GOVERNMENT OFFICES— 
ARCHITECTS. 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether he can state what arrangements 
are being made to ensure the satisfactory 
execution of the designs of Mr. Young 
and Mr. Brydon for the new Govern- 


ment Offices. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovctas, Kent, St. 
Augustine's): To my great regret both 
Mr. Young and Mr. Brydon, the archi- 
tects originally selected to carry out the 
building of the new War Office and the 
Government Offices in Parliament Street, 
have recently died. My hon. friend will 
remember that Sir John Taylor was 
specially appointed to act with them as 
consulting architect. In the case of the 


War Office, Mr. Clyde Young, the son 


,and partner of the original architect, is 


now carrying out the work in conjunc- 
No definite 


to the Government Offices in Parliament 
the question being now under 
the consideration of the Treasury and cf 
my Department. The completed plans 


/and drawings are in the hands of the 


Office of Works, and can easily be carricd 
out, either by that Department or by an 


_ architect speciallyselected forthe purpese. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
RETIREMENTS ON PENSICNS. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s Co., Pirr): 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the numker of head ecnstables, 
sergeants, acting sergeants, and cor- 
stables of good character compulsorily 
retired from the Royal Irish Constaku- 


‘lary on pension during the past twelve 
‘months; and _ the 


number ordered 
to apply to be retired, and the counties 
in which they were stationed in each ease. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRF- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I ean-- 
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not conveniently give this information ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
GRIEVANCES. 


within the limits of a reply to a question, 
-and I have communicated a Return on| Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask 
the subject to the hon. Member. the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the inquiry 
; . into the claims and alleged grievances 
ee Tene ak Meee | oF ly Royal Irish Denabdbeey has yet 
Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): 1) been brought to a conclusion ; if not, 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | gan he state when it will be concluded, 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will| and will the evidence be made public and 
explain upon what grounds the applica- | available to Members of this House before 
tion of John Desmond for a labourer’s | any decision is arrived at. 
cottage in the Ahinah division of the; ~ vy : 
Macroom Rural District Council was| Mr. WYNDHAM: The taking of 
rejected by the Local Government Board | evidence has been completed by the 
after it had been passed at the recent | Committee, who will submit their Report 
Local Government Board inquiry held in to the Lord Lieutenant in due course. 
Macroom ; and whether he is aware | The Report and evidence, as I have 
that the site for the said cottage was | already stated, will be presented to Par- 
selected so as to fulfil all the require- | liament. 
ments of the Labourers Acts, being) Mp FLYNN: Of course, if the Irish 
adjoining the public road and in close | 


aS aaa’ ssiitneak aa | Government, as a result of the Report, 
proximity to a sufficient supply of water. | decide to make application to the Trea- 
— ; | sury for additional money, an opportunity 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- | will be afforded of discussing the matter ! 
ment Board has not rejected this applica- | 


tion. The inspector's report on the; Mr. WYNDHAM: That will depend 
inquiry has not yet been received by the °" circumstances. 
| 





Board. 
PUBLIC WORKS IN IRELAND. 
FORESTRY IN IRELAND. Mr. M‘'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 

~ Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
Ireland whether the Government will | ware that the Council of Agriculture 
consider the necessity of taking measures | #24 Technical Instruction at its meeting 
to form a forestry department in Ireland, |!" Dublin on the 31st ultimo passed a 
with the object of utilising suitable | resolution calling on the Government 
waste lands for tree planting, and of | amend the Local Government Act so 
preventing the country from being | t° enable county councils in Ireland to 
entirely denuded of timber. | execute arterial drainage and other 
’ _works of a reproductive character, such 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department reafforesting, and to simplify the pro- 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction | cedure for the compulsory acquisition of 
is fully alive to the importance of the | !and and other property necessary for 
matter, which it hopes to take up in| the carrying out of these and other 
due time in conjunction with the county | public_works ; and will he state what 
councils. It does not appear to be | StePs, if any, the Government intend to 
necessary at present to form a special take to give effect to this resolution. 
forestry department in Ireland. | Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 

q _ | replied |to questions on the various points 

Mr. FIELD : Are there any funds) referred to in this resolution in answer 
at the disposal of the Department to | to questions put to-day and yesterday 
take up a question of this magnitude, | }y the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
or {will the Government have to vote | Division. 


more money ! 
‘ | ROAD MAKING IN IRELAND. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are funds | Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
-at_the disposal of the Government. |to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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the uncertainty of contract labour and | 
the direct labour system in prospective, 
the Government can see their way to 
have the new order of things, outlined in 
the improvement of the Local Govern- | 


{14 JUNE 1901} 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether, with a! 
view of preventing public roads in several | 
parts of Ireland from falling into a bad | 
condition in the coming winter owing to | 
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Bill is rather an anomalous measure, and 
contains Acts which are practically now 
part of the permanent statutory system 
of the realm; but I am very unwilling 
to touch that Bill without giving a great 
deal of time to its thorough revision, 
because, of course, if the Bill be amended 
at all, it naturally is open to the discussion 
of the whole House, and it would be a 





ment (Ireland) Act, come into operation | very long affair. For that reason the 

by the Ist day of October next, a pro-| Government have been very careful that 

ceeding that would give employment to | the renewal of the Rating Act should not 

the labourers when it cannot otherwise be , be carried out by means of that kind, as 

had. | of course it might have been, but that it 
should be a separate measure. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I presume the 
hon. Member refers to the Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill. | 
There is a provision in the Order fixing | 
the date _ which Hidde org Ir especially what Supply will be 
operation as the Ist of April next. This | tale Feder? 5 

ete a aken on Friday ! 

date was fixed having regard ‘to the | : 
administrative arrangements of county | 
and district councils, and I do not think | 
it could be altered with advantage. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : 
May I ask what the business will be next 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not usual 
until the beginning of the week to state 
what Supply will be proceeded with on 
i ine a the Friday, but I shall be happy to make 

; IRISH CENSUS. a statement not later than next week. I 

Mr. O'SHEE : I beg to ask the Chief have received information this morning 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of which makes me think that it may be 
Ireland whether he can say when the | necessary, or at any rate desirable, to 
completed census returns for Ireland! pass the Third Reading of the Civil List 
will be ready, and whether any statistics | Bill at an early date. I will probably put 
compiled by the census authorities in| it down as the first Order on Tuesday. 
addition to the figures already published | 
will be issued before the completed) Mr. E. J. C. MORTON: Does the 
returns are made out. | right hon. Gentleman contemplate taking 

Mz. WYNDHAM : Complete statisties | NY, ther, Bills next week than, the 
for each county will be published from | enanen Bill ‘ ee eee 
time to time, and the first of these county | saa nu flardcaal 
books will, it is expected, be issued in| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 
September next. The county books, | 


when completed, will be followed by the | DISTURBANCES IN BELFAST. 
general report, but no date can be fixed, | 


IAT Ie ’ Ts " 
even approximately, for the publication | arte geo ge tocangd Pe. ce: 
ee ene | Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL |tion has been directed to the character 

‘ rege: piaaaiaiataates “4. of a handbill which was circulated in 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the | Belfast prior to Sunday, the 9th instant, 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he | and which openly incited to attacks on a 
will propose to make permanent such) Roman Catholic procession; whether 
temporary law, as the Ballot Act, 1872, | the police had possession of this circular 
and other Acts which are renewed | before the riots in Belfast on Sunday 
annually, but have become part of the last; was any effort made by the police 
settled legal enactments of the realm. | prior to or since the riots to discover 
| the authors and circulators ; and, if so, 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite agree| whether any prosecution has been insti- 
that the Expiring Laws Continuance | tuted or is intended by the authorities 
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against the authors or circulators of this 
handbill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; this 
discreditable handbill was brought to 
my notice, together with written reports 
for which I had called, to supplement 
telegraphic reports on these riots. The 
police seized and destroyed the handbill 
wherever they found it. The question 
of instituting proceedings against the 
person or persons responsible for its 
publication and the question of what 


further steps may be necessary to prevent | 
a renewal of disorder are now under con- | 
No effort will be spared to 


sideration. 
protect individuals and property and to 
bring to justice any persons who can be 
made amenable for having exposed either 
to risk. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : | 


May I ask the right hon. Gentleman | 


whether the statement which appeared 
in last evening’s Evening Standard of 
the proceedings in Belfast on Wednesday 
is correct—— 


‘A shocking onslaught by Queen’s Island 
” 


men—-_— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: It will not be in 


order to read a paragraph from a news- 
paper and ask ifit is correct. Ifthe hon. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The very re- 
grettable and discreditable incident to 
which the hon. Member refers took place 
on Tuesday. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I was 
asking as to the proceedings on Wed- 
nesday. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: I am giving the 
hon. Gentleman all the information 
I have. A large number of Queen’s 
Island men made an attack on Roman 
Catholics on Wednesday. Some 250 
took refuge in boats, and one man 
was struck by a missile, but he was a 
Protestant. [Laughter. } 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
_no laughing matter. 


It is 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: In conse- 
quence of the character of some portions 
of the answers I have received, and in 
consequence of the serious state of these 
occurrences, owing to which, I under- 
stand on good authority, many hundreds 
of Catholic workmen are at this moment 
out of employment, I will deem it my 
duty to ask the indulgence of the House 
to raise the question in a motion for the 
adjournment of the House after questions. 


Member can vouch for the fact he ean 


then put the question. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 
vouch for the facts. 
information. I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether it is a fact that on Wed- 


nesday last 100 Catholic navvies engaged | 


in making the Musgrave Dock were 
attacked by Queen’s Island men, and 
were obliged to take refuge 


them were seriously injured by showers 
of iron nuts thrown by these men ; that 
one of these men had to take refuge in 
the water and was nearly killed ; whether 


a similar occurrence took place when the | 


I cannot | 
I am asking for | 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
say how many persons were injured and 
how much damage done to property by 
the riots which took place in Belfast on 
Sunday the 9th instant and since, and 
| how many arrests and prosecutions have 

resulted. 


in boats | 
in the harbour ; that a large number of | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that fourteen persons are known to have 
| received injuries, none, happily, save in 
| one case, of a dangerous character. The 
/amount of the damage done to property 
is estimated at £100. Twenty-eight 





Alexandra Dock was being made; whether | persons have already been arrested, 
on that occasion one young man was not | prosecuted, and convicted for participa- 
actually drowned ; whether the recent | tion in the rioting. One man who was 
disturbance which commenced on Sun- | badly injured, named Macalister, is a 
day and apparently extended up to Wed-| Protestant and was mistaken for a 
nesday has been effectually put down ;| Roman Catholic. The police do not 
and what steps will be taken to make the! control the harbour works, nor could 
ringleaders and inciters of these pro-| they do so without the aid of the military. 
ceedings amenable to the law. The place where this regrettable incident 
i 





433 

occul 
from 
and ¢ 


the 


Mr 
the | 
any § 
hand 
Peopl 


Mr 
can | 
my a 
the p 
they 
were 
to b 
cums' 
on tl 
were 


Mr 
were 
ceedil 


Mr 
that 1 
to be 
actior 
name 


Mr 
see th 


Mr 
in hi 
the a 
purpe 
of ur, 
riots 
Belfa: 
of the 
tor tl 
pertie 
Belfas 
not h 
called 
the n 
not | 
accor 


Mr 
tion ° 
before 


432 


to 
ace 


Vas 


ed- 


the 
ion 
n’s 
lan 
50 
an 
Sa 


[Se- 


in 
ese 
ler- 
eds 
ant 
my 
use 
the 
ns. 


rd. 
an 
nd 
by 
on 
nd 


ve 


433 Disturbances {14 June 1901} at Belfast. 434 


occurred is private ground. Reports|importance. I can assure the House 
from Belfast state that all is quiet now, that the bringing up of questions of 
and all steps are being taken to preserve | this kind in which Catholics and Pro- 





the peace. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN asked if) 
the right hon. Gentleman had taken | 
any steps to stop the publication of the 
handbill, as he did in the case of the Irish 
People. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
can hardly have caught the purport of 
my answer. I have already stated that 
the police seized the handbill wherever 
they found it, and that proceedings | 
were pending against the persons said | 
to be responsible. Under these cir- 
cumstances he deprecated any discussion | 
on the matter while legal proceedings 
were pending. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked who 
were the persons against whom pro- | 
ceedings were pending. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he deprecated 
that too. When summonses were about 
to be issued the best way to defeat the. 
action of the Executive would be to give 
names. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I do not 
see that. 


DISTURBANCES AT BELFAST. 
[Motion For ADJOURNMENT]. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND 


then rose | 


in his place and asked leave to move | 


the adjournment of the House for the 
purpose of discussing a definite matter 
of urgent public importance, viz., “ the 
riots which have been taking place in 
Belfast during this week, and the failure | 
of the Executive to take proper measures | 
for the protection of the lives and pro- | 
perties of the Catholic working men of | 
Belfast ;” but the pleasure of the House | 
not having been signified, Mr. Speaker | 
called on those Members who supported | 
the motion to rise in their places, and | 
not less than forty Members having | 


° ° | 
accordingly risen—— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The ques- | 


tion which I feel it my duty to — 
before the House is one of very great | 


| Catholic 


itestants are in conflict is to me an 
absolutely hateful task. During all the 
years I have been in public life in Ireland 
I have carefully guarded myself against 
ever saying one word of an offensive 
character with reference to my fellow- 
countrymen in the North of Ireland of 
a different creed from my own, and | 
have always looked forward to the day 
when these wretched religious differences 
would disappear from Ireland altogether. 
Asan Irishman I am ashamed of the fact 
that, in any part of our country, cireum- 
stances such as [ have to allude to to-day 
could take place. If these unfortunate 
incidents had taken place, not in Pro- 
testant Belfast, but in Catholic Cork or 
Dublin, and the Protestant minority 
had been treated as the Catholic minority 
has been treated in Belfast, I would have 
been the first to raise my voice against 
them, and just as strongly as I do on this 
occasion. People in this country follow 
events in Ireland so slightly that prob- 
ably an overwhelming majority of the 
Members of this House are not even 
aware that since last Sunday the city of 
Belfast has been almost in a state of 
siege, that day and night since then 
there has been a state of rioting, necessitat- 
ing the strongest measures on the part 
of the police, and even upon one occasion 
the calling out of the military, in order 
to restore order. Let me briefly state 
what occurred. On Sunday last a 
religious ceremony was 
announced to take place in the enclosed 
private grounds of St. Malachy’s College 


'in Belfast, and the Catholic people from 


different quarters of Belfast, not ac- 
companied by banners, religious emblems, 
or bands, marched in processional order 
to the grounds. There was nothing to 
mark their particular religious creed. 
No attempt was made to have any 
religious ceremony or service in the 
public streets. On the way to the 
college the processionists were insulted 
and attacked all along the route, but 
nothing in the nature of very serious 
violence occurred. It was after the 
ceremony was over, and the people 
returned to their homes, that the 
really serious violence occurred. From 
the very start of the procession no 
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adequate police arrangements were] between Protestants and Catholics. It 
made. If there had been, the attacks | was violence upon one side, and a scatter- 
and insults might have been prevented | ing and running away on the part of the 
in the first instance, and certainly after | Catholics attacked. That was Monday. 
the ceremony it would have been possible}On Tuesday the reign of terror wag 
to prevent the disgraceful and barbarous| narrowed down. Instead of sallying 
scenes of violence which took place. That | forth into the streets and attacking the 
night serious rioting occurred; the| houses and people, the whole force of the 
people were pursued to their homes ;/ attack was concentrated upon the un- 
their property was in many cases de-|fortunates in the shipyards at Queen’s 
stroyed ; the windows of houses supposed | Island. We know something of these 
to be inhabited by Catholics were | shipyards. We have always been proud 
smashed ; the processionists were scat-|in the knowledge that the greatest ship- 
tered, and they fled for their lives. One| building yard in the world is in Belfast, 
would have thought the disturbance | Some little while ago I visited this yard, 
would have ended with that, and prob-| and was astonished at its magnitude. I 
ably if a riot of this kind had occurred | found that 10,000 hands were employed, 
in any other city in the world, the whole| that they were building the greatest 
thing would have been over that Sunday | ships in the world for every country in 
night. But no. What occurred on}|the world, and that amongst those 
Sunday was only the commencement of | 10,000 hands there were about 1,500 or 
the real mischief. On Monday it had} 1,600 Catholics. I asked how the Catho- 
been arranged that some yeomen, back jlics and Protestants got on together. 
from the war, were to be received in| Mr. Pirrie, who personally I believe is a 
Belfast, and—for what reason I know | liberal-minded man, told me quite can- 
not—the return of these yeomen, |didly that, while they got on all right 
coupled with the occurrences of Sunday, | during the greater part of the year, from 
was taken as a reason by the Orangemen | time to time it became impossible to pro- 
of Belfast to make a deliberate and care-| tect the Catholic minority, and that 
fully planned and most murderous| Messrs. Harland and Wolff had actually 
attack upon the Catholic population of| at times to close their works in conse- 
the city. Large bodies of workmen | quence for a fortnight at a time. 

employed on Queen's Island at a great} Jf one read of all this happening in 
shipbuilding yard marched out from | some foreign country, in a semi-civilised 
their workshops, invaded the Catholic | community, one would not be astonished. 
quarters of Belfast, attacked Catholic) Byt to think that here, in a great and 
houses, smashed windows, beat and ill-| civilised city, by your own verv shores, 
treated Catholics wherever they could | these things can happen, seems absolutely 
find them in the streets, and finally the| incredible. I am convinced that the 
rioting became so serious that the police | Commission of 1886 or 1887, presided 
were unable to cope with it, and the| over by Mr. Justice Day, were correct 
Lancers had to be called out to clear the | when they stated in their Report that 
streets. All this time, as far as I have! the riots and the maltreatment of the 
been able to discover, there was not a! (Catholic minority could not take place 
single act or word of provocation on the| were jt not that, unfortunately, the 
part of the Catholics—unless it be held | rioters have at their backs the sympathy 
that the procession of the day before was | of the well-to-do classes of the community. 
a provocation. So far from there being|] allude to that statement of the Com- 
any retaliatory violence on the part of mission to show the horror, the barbarous, 
Catholics—although, God knows, I hate semi-savage state of things which exists 
the whole idea of these so-called religious in a community where this kind of con- 
fights and disputes—while reading the | duct is tolerated by those who call them- 
accounts of these riots I could not help| selyes the upholders of law and order, 
feeling my blood boil almost at the fact | and who are very fond of urging upon 
that the Catholics did not resist this}the Government the necessity of pro- 
violence. They fled and escaped where- tecting life and property and_ liberty 
ever they could, and there was|in other parts of Ireland. Let me read 
never anything in the nature of a fight | shortly a description of what took place 


Mr. Join Relmond. 
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on Tuesday. 


yentleman, if he does me the honour to 
reply to what I am saying, will carefully | 
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I hope the right hon. | but his efforts were unsuccessful. 
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The youth 
referred to—who, needless to add, was a 
Catholic—did not leave the yard at the time, 
as the foreman feared he would be again 


distinguish between the different dates, | attacked by the mob. 


because [ attach great importance to | 
The original cause of the riot was 


them. 
this procession and religious ceremony 
on Sunday. The riot was not so bad on | 
Sunday ; it got worse on Monday, and 


» military had to be called out. On! : 
the . | But the more serious occurrences took 


Tuesday the disturbance got into the | 


shipyards, and, as I shall show, it cul- 


nearly a week of the savage work, in 
creasing in intensity from day to day 
Here is what occurred on Tuesday. I 
am reading from the Irish News, of 
Belfast. That, no doubt, is a Catholic 
organ—I want to be perfectly frank— 
but that is no reason why this statement 
should be unduly exaggerated, and I 
think it will be found that it is substan- 
tially true— 

“Scenes of violence, in which the sufferers | 
were as usual Catholics, took place in the 
Belfast shipyards yesterday. The bigotry was | 
strongly in evidence when theshipyards opened 
for the resuming time of business at the usual | 
hour yesterday morning, but matters did not 
come to a head until the approach of the 
breakfast hour, when the Catholic workers 
in many instances were set upon and brutally 
beaten. As nine o’clock drew near the Catholic 
workers in the yard of Messrs. Workman and 
Clark were informed by some persons in 


| @ responsible position in the works. 
tunate youth, whois in his teens, was going along 


towards him. 
that he would come in for rough usage, and, 


save the boy, 
cowardly crew set upon the poor apprentice, 
and beat him in a most savage manner. 


“Towards dinner hour the mob had not 
| vacated its position outside the gate, and, acting 
on the advice of the foreman and others of the 
| establishment, the Catholic workers gradually 
left the place as best they could, and were 
compelled through fear to remain out all day.” 


place at Messrs. Harland and Wolft’s. 


: . | Here is whe urred there— 
minated on Wednesday, there thus being | So sere see 


“The number of workmen employed usually 
on the Queen’s Island amounts almost to 10,000, 
and of this number about 1,500 are Catholics. 
Whenever any disturbances take place in the 


| city this small percentage are practically hunted 


from the works. This is what took place 
yesterday morning. Fresh from the exploits 
on the Shankhill Road, hundreds of the majority 
assembled yesterday morning and began what- 
was nothing short of a reign of terror for the 
Catholics. They succeeded so far in their 


| efforts that just now there are very few of the 


| hated religion left. Let us give some instances : 
lof their conduct. There is an apprentice on 
the island who is the son of aman who occupies 
The unfor- 


Queen’s Road on Monday morning, when he 
saw a mob of Queen’s Island employ es coming 
Very naturally, he anticipated . 


seeing a harbour policeman adjacent, he sought 
his protection. The constable endeavoured to 
but without avail; and the 


Indeed, 


authority there that they had better be on the 
alert, as a crowd was waiting for them at the 
gate by which they were to leave. When some 
of the workers had departed several hundreds, | 
who had been outside, rushed through the | 
gate, and proceeded in the direction of the | 
boiler shop, where they attacked an old man 
named Ruddy, who is a Catholic, and resides | 
at Sheriff Street. He was kicked in a savage 
manner about the head and body, and no} 
doubt his life would have been in danger had | 


as an eye-witness remarked, he thought no set of . 
human beings could beso cruel. They left the 
|apprentice with his face covered with blood. 
| The wonder is that they did not finish him out- 
right. After a period of semi-consciousness 
| the poor fellow was conveyed to the dining- 
room close at hand, where the attendants re- 
moved the blood by washing. From this 
| temporary resting-place he managed to get to 
| his:home. 





he not managed to get on his feet and dash to | 
the cook-house, where some fellow-workers | 


were just then having the morning meal, 
and who intervened on his behalf. He was bleed- | 


ing profusely, and at the first opportunity the | 
ambulance was sent for, and in it he was | 
driven to the Royal Hospital, where he was | 


detained. 

“Shortly after seven o’clock a.m. a young 
rivetter was attacked in a manner as savage 
as it was uncalled for. He was engaged in his 
work in the north yard, when he was sur- 
rounded by a crowd numbering about thirty, 
who threatened to ‘tear the Fenian heart out 
of him,’ and, in addition, they used further 
language of a most menacing character. A 
rivetter who endeavoured to protect the man 
from the violence of the mob was menaced, 
and to the credit of the foreman it must be 
said he did all he could in the interests of peace, 





“The details of the above give an illustration 


of what was occurring generally in the Queen’s 
| Island. 
| haps they have no jurisdiction m the district, 


The R.I.C. were not present, and _ per- 


| but there is a force of harbour police, and they 
were also painfully absent.”’ 


I will have a word to say presently 
about the Royal Irish Constabulary 
being apparently exempt from duty on 
Queen's Island, because it is private 
property. The report then goes on to 
explain that these men went from shop 
to shop, singling out those who were 
known to be Catholics, beating them, 
and finally driving them out of the 
works. This reign of terror was 
thus going on in the streets and 
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workshops of Belfast for three days, 
but on Wednesday things got even 
worse. The Evening Standard of last 
night published this paragraph describ- 
ing what they call— 

‘‘a shocking onslaught by the Queen’s 
Island shipyard men _ yesterday — (that 
would be Wednesday) —atternoon on the 
Roman Catholic navvies employed on the 
new Musgrave Channel. About 100 of the 
latter, chased for their lives, had to take refuge 
in a tug-boat, which safely landed them on the 
other side of the harbour. Many of them were 
seriously injured by showers of iron bolts, nuts, 
and rivets. One young fellow was inhumanly 
beaten and thrown into the river. It was with 
great difficulty that he was rescued in a half- 
drowned condition. The new canal boats are 
to-day idle, the navvies, numbering about 200, 
resolutely refusing to return. The harbour 
police were utterly powerless to cope with the 
disturbances. In 1886 a similar attack was 
made on the navvies at Alexandra Dock works, 
many being driven into the harbour, and one 
young fellow named Curran was drowned.” 


Another description, taken from the 
Freeman's Journal of yesterday, says :— 

“To-day the Queen’s Island workers again 
signalised their joy at the return of the 
Yeomanry. 
a large and organised body of them upon 
hard-working, inoffensive Catholic labourers 
employed by the Belfast Harbour Commis- 


sioners at the new Musgrave Channel works. | 


The attacking party numbered from 300 to 400 
mechanics. About one o'clock they 
down upon 100 Catholic labourers. The 
Catholics were taken completely by surprise, 
when the Orange and Protestant mob started 
hailing upon them bolts, bars, nuts, and stones. 
They took to a boat alongside, and escaped. 
The boat was towed rapidly off by a tug tothe 
Co. Antrim side of the harbour. So complete 
was the surprise of the Catholics that numbers 
of the poor fellows hurried off leaving their 
coats behind on the sleb-lands at which they 
were working. 
by the magnanimous island rowdies, and then 
the windows in the huts were shattered to 
round off the expedition. Bitter complaint is 
made at the absence of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary from the neighbourhood of the ship- 
building yards, where serious occurrences took 
place during previous periods of excitement.” 


I do not want to detain the House 


unnecessarily by reading extracts, but, , 


after all, I am basing my case upon the 
information supplied to me from the 
ordinary sources of public information. 


Of course, personally I have no know- | 


ledge of these transactions, and I think 


it right to give the authority on which | | 
This is nothing new. 


make these statements. Here is another 


description of the transactions of Wednes- | 


day— 


“The nature of yesterday’s work was so 


serious that over a hundred Catholics (em- 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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A formidable attack was made by | 


swept | 


The derelict coats were burned | 


at Belfast. 
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ployed by a public board) have been turned out 
of work in a body, and forced to subsist as 
best they can, as noremuneration will be given 
them during their enforced idleness. 

At the dinner hour a Catholic labourer, in the 
employment of the Harbour Board at the 


| Channel, was proceeding down Queen’s Road, 
| when a crowd of over 300, who had provided 


themselves liberally with bolts, angle-irons, 
stones, and bars, made a rush at him, the 
attack being apparently part of a thought-out 
plan. The unfortunate, man ran for his life, 
remembering only too well that it was at this 
exact spot, in 1886, the poor boy Curran was 
drowned by the inhuman monsters then in 
force on the jisland. After an exciting chase, 
during which he was subjected to a fusilade of 
missiles, he managed to reach the Musgrave 
Works and sought to protect himself within the 
enclosure. The mob were determined, how- 
ever, to achieve their object, and rushed into 
the works, taking by surprise the other 
workers who were scattered about, and there- 
fore not in a position to return the attack. 
Taken by surprise, and alarmed by the large 


, numbers of their assailants, they were unable 


to protect themselves, and only thought of how 
to escape the shower of bolts and nuts, etc., 
which was now raining down upon them. 
A tug was near, and towards this a 
rush was made, and just in time, for the mob 
had now advanced, seemingly with the inten- 
tion of driving the Catholics into the water. 
Many were struck, some very severely, and 
one particular instance might be mentioned of 
one man who, whilst frantica’ly endeavouring 
to drag an old man into the boat, came in for 
a number of blows from bolts and nuts, which 
caused bad injuries. Another young lad was 
seriously injured, and subsequently had to be 
removed to the Royal Hospital, where he was 
treated and detained, so badly was he injured. 

There were no police about—there 
never are on the island——— ” 


and then the paper repeats the statement 
I have already read with regard to the 
Royal Irish Constabulary— 

“The Royal Irish Constabulary have no 
jurisdiction, we believe, upon the island, the 
latter being harbour property.” 

These are the occurrences which have 
been taking place during the last few 
days in Belfast. As to their serious 


character nobody can have any doubt. 


lf ever there was a case when it was 
essential to move the adjournment of 
the House to call public attention to the 
action of the Executive this is such a 
case. This is no party question. It is 
not a question of politics at all, and 
certainly it is not a question of religion. 
If this was the first 
time such a circumstance had happened 
in Belfast there would be some excuse 
for the Executive Government. But 
what argument can there be in defence 
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of any Government which has been for|the names, because they can scarcely 
twenty or thirty years trying to cope with run away from the country, and even 
this mischief, and which to-day has to if they did, possibly the right hon. 
admit it is unable to do it? I may use| Gentleman’s object would be achieved. 
against the Government one of ‘their | So much for the open incitement by 
own favourite maxims—that a Govern- speech. Let me now read a poster which 
ment which is not able to protect the was put on the walls of Belfast, and also 
lives and the property of the minority | circulated as a handbill—issued, I am 
in Belfast is not able to justify its exist-: informed, on the authority of this Mr. 
ence. I may be asked what exactly | Trew, but I do not know asto that. The 
I complain of on the part of the Execu- poster says— 

tive, and what do I suggest. The Chief. : 
Secretary just now said something | “ Protestants! be on the alert. The Pope's 


pe teh : | brigade is preparing for an illegal procession 
36 the probability of some prosecu- through the streets of this Protestant city, 
lons. 


carrying crucifixes, wafer gods, and other 
pagan emblems, on Sunday, June 9th. Will 


TY NY Ww. T pee | you permit Godand Christianity to be insulted 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The certainty. | publicly by these pagans? Remember the 


glorious deeds of your forefathers at Derry, 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I allege— Aughrim, Enniskillen, and the Boyne, for our 
and I am anxious to know whether the ‘eliverance from papal tyranny. _ Rouse 
: s As yourselves, Protestants, and see to it that 
right hon. Gentleman will admit it— Popery does not again gain the upper hand. 
that these riots in Belfast were carefully | God save the King.” 
and deliberately planned, that they were 
openly discussed, and that the Orange Well indeed might the Sovereign's 
crowd were at public meetings in public friends say ‘God save the King” 
speeches told to do exactly what they did. from a man who could put his 
There is a man in Belfast named Trew. name at the bottom of such a docu- 
[am glad to think for the sake of Chris- ment. I put it to English Members 
tian churches that heis not a minister of ;—Can they wonder that “God save the 
any religion; he is one of those itinerant King” is not such a popular cry in 
preachers who sometimes arrogate to Ireland as they would wish, when they 
themselves the functions of properly | find these words dragged through the 
appointed ministers of religion. He dirt and mire by a wretched section of 
holds street services in different parts, anti-Christian men who are conducting 
of the country, especially in Belfast. a campaign which is a disgrace to any 
According to my information, this man | civilised human being? I am glad the 
has been in the habit of holding public police have seized these placards where- 
meetings on the steps of the Custom ever they could, but it is manifest that 
House in Belfast, and at one of these they did not do it in time. What steps 
meetings, on the Sunday before the riots, are being taken to make the man re- 
this Mr. Trew made a speech in which sponsible for that placard amenable to 
he told the people all about the Catholic; the law? Let me take an illustration 
ceremony which was coming on, and of what I mean. We are continually 
urged them in unmistakable language | hearing of prosecutions for intimidation 
not to permit it or to allow the Catholics | in the south and west of Ireland. Some 
to walk through the streets. IaskisMr.|of the most respectable men in the 
Trew to be prosecuted ? I cannot under-| county of Waterford were recently pro- 
stand the Chief Secretary saying it | secuted for intimidation because they 
would defeat the ends of justice if he told | | passed in a meeting a resolution which 
us who were to be prosecuted. That| was held to be likely to hurt unfairly 
may be true if these prosecutions are | the sensitive feelings of a land-grabber. 
going to be confined to some two or three | The mere publication of that  reso- 
rowdies, picked up at street corners ;| lution was held to be a_ criminal 
but if the right hon. Gentleman is going | offence. I know numbers of cases of 
to the fountain head of the mischief, | prosecutions for placards infinitely less 
and to prosecute the men who really are |criminal and objectionable than this. 
the ringleaders and instigators of this | If in the south and west of Ireland it 
mischief, he need not be afraid of giving | is possible for the Government to trace 
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and make amenable to the law for 
intimidation and public incitement to 
violence the authors of documents not 
half as bad as this one, how is it that 
they are unable to fulfil this duty which 
they owe to the State in the city of 
Belfast ? We shall await with curiosity 
to see who will be prosecuted, but we 
know by bitter experience what happens. 
Three or four, or perhaps a dozen or 
two dozen rowdies will be arrested 
ignorant men, who have been incited 
by such documents as I have referred 
to, and the ribald and wild talk of men 
like Mr. Trew, and possibly sentenced 
to terms of imprisonment. 
of prosecution is no good. You must 
go to the fountain head and make the 
men who are really responsible amen- 
able to the law and punish them. It 
is said that the police were not present 
at Queen’s Island, and the newspapers 
state that the Royal Irish Constabulary 
have no jurisdiction in Queen’s Island, 
and that the keeping of the peace is 
entirely in the hands of the harbour 
police. The Chief Secretary also seemed 
rather to take that view. I do not 
understand that view at all. If crime 
and violence are taking place in Messrs. 
Harland and Wolff’s yard it is not only 
the right, it is the duty, of the police to 
stop it. The right hon. Gentleman is 
on the horns of a dilemma. If he takes 
the attitude that they have no juris- 





diction, then it is a monstrous, illegal, | 


and unconstitutional doctrine. If he 
admits they have jurisdiction and they 
were not there to protect the lives of 
the people, why were they not present ? 
It is not as if this was a mere ebul- 


lition of temper, over in half an hour. | 


It has gone on for four days, every 
day getting worse, and yet on not one 
of the occasions was there apparently 
a single member of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary inside the works to protect 
the lives and property of the Catholic 
workmen. I| am told that this question 
of the police on Queen’s Island was 
discussed before Mr. Justice Day's Com- 
mission, and that strong representations 


were made as to the necessity of putting | 
Cer- | 


a police barracks upon the island. 
tainly that has not been done, and I 


would urge upon the Government the ; 


necessity of taking that course, so that 
when these disturbances take place 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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_—if they ever take place again—the 
police may be upon the spot in order 
to deal with them. 
I made the assertion with regard to 
Mr. Trew making that speech on the 
Sunday before the riots on what | 
thought to be very good authority, 
but I did not like to use names without 
permission. One of the gentlemen who 
gave me this information has been 
'telegraphed to, and he has given _per- 
‘mission for his name to be mentioned. 
It is the Rev. Dr. Murphy, of St. 
| George’s, Belfast—a Protestant clergy- 
| man. 

What do I expect the Government to 
|do? Iexpect them to prosecute the ring- 
leaders, like Trew. to find out the ring- 
‘leaders in the workshops who organised 
these attacks, and not to confine their 
prosecutions to the ignorant men who 
may have been taken red-handed throw- 
ing stones in the streets. In the second 
place, I ask the Government to put a 
police barrack on the island, so that 
they may not be in that ridiculous 
position of having to admit that 
although the rioting went on increasing 
in violence for four days there was not 
'a single member of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary in the place. If we were 
dealing with any city or government 
other than the city of Belfast and the 
English Government in Ireland, I would 
‘have some hope that the mere state- 
ment of these facts would prevent the 
possibility of their recurrence. But | 
have no such hope in this case. This 
disgraceful state of things has gone on 
regularly year by year, Government after 
'Government. It is ridiculous to tell 
me that the Government cannot put it 
down. If it were necessary to send an 
‘army of 250,000 men to Belfast for the 
| purpose, you would have them better 
'employed than they are in South Africa. 
‘If you are not able to put it down, | 
repeat that you cannot justify your 
existence. What would happen if these 
‘things took place in Cork or Dublin 
—[{A NatIoNAList MemBer: Mitchels- 
town again. |—if a peaceable Protestant 
procession was attacked in this manner 
on its way to a religious service in 
a private ground, and riotous pre- 
ceedings similar to those in Belfast were 
kept up for four days, and then the 
Government came to the House of 


I may here say that’ 
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Commons and said, 
best ; our predecessors have done their 
best for generations. They failed, and 
we have failed. 
ting this thing down, but we will institute 
prosecutions here and there’? If the 
condemnation of the English Govern- 
ment in Ireland rested upon this one 
fact alone, it would be condemned in the 
eyes of the whole civilised world. You 
are able to imprison men in the south 
and west of Ireland for things which are 
not comparable with the occurrences in 
Belfast, but with all the police and 
the military at your back you are unable 
to fulfil in Belfast the first duty of 
Government—namely, to protect the 
lives and property of the citizens. I am 
heartily ashamed of having to deal with 
this matter at all. I take no pleasure 
in alluding to the bigotry, intolerance, 
and cruelty of the Protestants of Belfast. 


If these things were done by the Catholics | 


in the south [ would be in the first 
rank in condemning them. I take no 
pleasure in attacking Belfast; it is a 
great city, and for its greatness I am 
proud of it. Of the 
Ireland I do not desire to say a single 
disrespectful word. They have given 
to the national cause of Ireland some 
of its greatest heroes. 
of Ireland are not responsible for what 
has oceurred in Belfast. They are, in 
the main, and growing more so every 
day, a broadminded set of men. The 
responsibility rests upon a little intole- 
rant ring—just the same ring which, 
when Lord Fitzwilliam was Lord Lieu- 
tenant in Ireland, succeeded in defeating 
Catholic emancipation. It is against 
that little narrow section of bigots, an 
intolerant and unchristian set of people, 
that the Government should direct 
themselves instead of prosecuting two or 
three miserable tools. If they fail, as their 
predecessors have failed, then, I repeat, it 
is impossible to justify their existence at 


the House. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
In seconding the motion for the adjourn. 
ment of the House I desire to say a v 
few words ; but I hope they will be very 
plain. My hon. friend who has just sat 
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‘We have done our | 


ciently described. 
We are hopeless of put- | 
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these outrages in Belfast rested with a 
small knot of Irishmen whom he suffi- 
I do not entirely agree 
with my hon. friend, because my view is 
that the responsibility is clearly shared 
by the Government sitting opposite. 
The reason why these things have been 
going on from generation to generation 
is perfectly plain to every Irishman : 

the law is not for the people of Ireland 
as a whole, but the law protects one sec- 


tion, and the people are out of it 
altogether. I was reading the-other day 


the autobiography of Dean Swift, in 
which a story was told that, because he 


1 | was supposed to be in sympathy with the 


last ministry of Queen Anne, a small ring 
of the ultra-Protestants of the city of 
Dublin made a point of attacking him 
from day to day in the streets; and on 
one occasion when he went out to a place 


,about seven miles from Dublin, accom- 


Protestants of | 


The Protestants | 


/The complaint of 


panied by two servants, Lord Blake hired 
a chaise with two horses with the de- 
liberate purpose of riding the Dean down, 
and when he failed to do that he turned 
round and struck the Dean’s horse. 
The petition which Dean Swift pre- 
sented to the Lord Lieutenant was a 
remarkable forecast of the present crisis, 
May I read a sentence from that petition, 

‘* Your petitioner is informed that there is 
no law which can justify a certain noble Lord 
under cover of his peerage for assaulting any 


of His Majesty’s subjects on the public high- 
way and placing them in fear of their lives.’ 


Dean Swift—him- 


self a Protestant of the Protestants— 
Catholics had reason to echo from 
generation to generation, and it has 


re-echoed from generation to generation. 
no matter what the Government of 
England is, because the Government in 
Ireland remains the same—an Orange 
Tory Government—a Government not 


‘for the people but for a section—a 


Government which violates with im- 


c | punity the rights of the majority of the 
all. I beg to move the adjournment of | : , a e 


What happened only last year 


people. 
I brought this ques- 


in Portadown ? 


| tion before the House a few months ago, 
/ and I warned the right hon. Gentleman 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i that his conduct on that occasion would 
ery | |lead to a renewal of these disturbances 

| from time totime. The Catholics of Porta- 
down—a miserable minority in point of 


numbers—proposed to exercise their 


‘down said that the responsibility for | constitutional right to go on an excur- 


R2 
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sion to a neighbouring town. and they 
gave the Executive warning that police 
would be required to protect them on 
their route. They gave them this warn- 
ing by letter and by telegram, but that 
warning was disregarded. After many 
questions, | succeeded in finding out 
from the right hon. Gentleman that he 
made no effort to give protection ; and 
the result was that these Catholics were 
assaulted, battered, and beaten, and a 
state of riot existed in that town for 
several days. Then, of course, when 
that took place, what did the Orangemen 
in other parts of Ulster say ! They said, 
“When the Orangemen of Portadown 
are able to do this with impunity, we can 
do the same, for the law exists for only 
one section of the community.” The 
right hon. Gentleman said that these 
rioters could be prosecuted, but I told 
the right hon. Gentleman that those 
prosecutions were a sham, and would 
continue to be a sham. Take, for in- 
stance, those who have been brought up 
before the magistrates in Belfast. What 
chance was there of their being convicted, 
or, if they were convicted, what chance 
was there of any adequate sentence being 
passed upon them? Their ~™ pals” 
were on the bench—the real fomenters 
and inciters of the disturbance, en- 
couraged by the Government, and many 
of them were appointed by the present 
Attorney General. These encouragers 
and outrage-mongers are placed on the 


against their friends ; 
rise in the height of their virtue and 
declare that their friends are not guilty, 
or, if found guilty, they sentence them 
as street-brawlers to a few weeks’ im- 
prisonment. The right hon. Gentleman 
will have to do a great deal more than 
prosecute ; he will have to reform the 
machinery of the Government of Belfast. 
If he has the courage of what, I 
believe, are the right hon. Gentleman’s 
own convictions—for I do him the 
justice to believe that the right 
hon. Gentleman despises these people, 
and does not sympathise with them— 
he will take much stronger steps. 
and, if he has not the courage o 
his convictions, | am ready to suggest 
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belonging to the Orange persuasion 
to the Lord Chancellor, with a recom- 
mendation to remove them instantly. 
I say deliberately that unless the right 
hon. Gentleman does that he might as 
well do nothing at all, because all these 
prosecutions will be a sham, and all 
these other steps will be equally shams. 

One great argument in the Home Rule 
debates—as I understood it—against 
Home Rule was that the minority of 
Protestants outside Ulster would be 
oppressed by the Home Rule Govern- 
ment. As a matter of fact, they never 
have been oppressed, and never will 
be oppressed; but what becomes of 
the Catholic minority in the North— 
in Belfast, in Portadown, and one or 
two other places? They have no more 
real liberty, no more real protection 
for their lives and property than if they 
lived in some savage part of China, where 
Christian missionaries have been mur- 
dered with impunity. When [ recollect 
that in the Home Rule debates the 
charge made against Irish Members 
was that they sympathised with crime, 
because they did not denounce it ; when 
I remember that they were charged 
before a tribunal, specially selected and 
constituted for that purpose, with having 
connived at crime, and not having de- 
nounced it, I begin to wonder why it is 
that the hon. Member for West Belfast 
sits silent to-day on the Treasury bench 


‘ ‘in face of the outrages detailed by the 
bench and refuse to listen to any evidence | 
and then they | 


hon. Member for Waterford. I say. 
if I and my colleagues are henceforth 
to be accused of sympathy with crime 
because we do not denounce it, why 
should I not publicly accuse him of sym- 


| pathy with these outrages in Belfast ! 
'If the hon. Gentleman does not avail 
| himself of the 


position which he 
occupies in this House, and say that, 
\in his opinion, the outrages that‘ have 
| been perpetrated in Belfast deserve no 
|sympathy, then he sympathises with 
‘these crimes. [“ Oh, oh!’’] I hear 


| some cries on the other side of the House, 


/and]am surprised. I do not understand 
‘them. Do hon. Gentleman mean. that 
| when crimes are being committed by 
| persons of their own political persuasion 
their action is not to be challenged, 


the course he ought to take. The first) and that they sympathise with those 
step should be to report the names| crimes? I observe that hon. Gentlemen 


of every single magistrate in Belfast 
Mr. Clancy. 


| now cease to laugh. But the matter 


' 
' 
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tter 





is a little more serious. I say it most | 
deliberately, that the failure of hon. | 
Gentlemen opposite who sit silent while 
these things are being enacted, and fail to 
protest against these disturbances and 
crimes, incite their continuance. And if 
the Government continue to pursue their | 
policy of inaction—and fail on every 
future occasion, as they have failed in| 
the past, to anticipate these Orange 
disturbances—[AN Hon. MEMBER on 
the Ministerial benches: They are not 
Orange disturbances|—if they institute 
prosecutions which, I maintain, are sham 
prosecutions, the disturbances will con- 
tinue, and the only thing that remains 
for the Catholics of Belfast to do—and 
I hope they will do it—is to procure 
arms and defend themselves against 
those murderous assaults upon them 
by the Orangemen. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.’”’— 
(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In replying to a 
question this afternoon as to the dis- 
turbances in Belfast, I ventured to depre- 
cate any discussion of the subject at the | 
present moment; and I think that 
many members on both sides of the House 
who have listened to the speech just 
delivered will agree with me that it was 
not an opportune pronouncement on the 
eve of the legal proceedings—{An Hon. | 
MeMBER on the Irish benches: A legal 
sham]—which are to be taken against 
the persons who are held to be responsible 
for these disturbances. Now, does it 
assist matters to make an unjustifiable 
attack upon the magistrates of Belfast, 
to make an appeal, as the hon. Member 
has done, to all those party and religious 
passions which have created the very 
evil which all men of common sense | 
and of common charity deplore, and to | 
challenge my hon. friend the Member | 
for West Belfast to make some statement | 
in the debate? I feel it due to my hon. | 
friend to say that he asked whether he | 
could intervene in this debate to de- | 
nounce, with the hon. Member for | 
Waterford, the objectionable and detest- | 


able placard that had been scattered | 


broadcast. It has been suggested that | 
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arms and wreak vengeance. I say I 
was amply justified, not in order to 
shield the Government but in order 
that the ends of justice might not be 
defeated, and that Members’ passions 
might not be excited, in submitting, as I 
did, that this was not the best occasion 
for raising a debate upon the riots of 
Belfast. 


I come now to the speech of the hon. 
Member for Waterford, and I am glad 
to say I cannot urge against that that 
which I have urged against the speech 
to which we have just listened. The 
hon. Member for Waterford based his 
motion for adjournment upon the failure 
on the part of the Executive to take 
proper precautions, and in dealing with 
that charge the hon. Member asked me 
to reply, stating what action was taken 
day by day, commencing with Sunday, 
the 9th. I say that every step that 
could have been taken was taken. The 
Irish Government kept itself in close 
telegraphic communication with Belfast 
during that period, and had there been 
such a failure as the hon. Member has 
attributed to the Government and the 
police many lives would have been lost, 
whereas no lives have been lost, and many 
people would have been seriously injured, 
whereas only one case of serious injury 
occurred. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I did not 
speak of the failure of the Government 
to take any particular course. I spoke 
of the failure which was proved by their 
inability to prevent this affair happening. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I willcome to that 
later. I think it is due to the House 
that I should tell them what occurred, 
beginning with Sunday. The Lord 
Mayor of Belfast, the Commissioner of 
Police. and the magistrates held a con- 
ference prior to this procession, and in 
consequence of the steps that were taken 
by them, although the procession passed 
several points at which attacks upon it 
were attempted by the rabble—for that 
is what it is: it is not the Orange 
party—it was able to proceed. The hon. 
Member himself preferred the charge 
against the leaders of that party that they 


the Catholics of Belfast should procure | did not take proper steps to keep down 
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this disreputable fringe, this riotous ele- 
ment, in the town of Belfast. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I 
interrupt the right 


The disreputable fringe of the Protestants 


must 


of Ireland, as he now calls it, is synony- | 
mous in my mind with the Orange party 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
that this subject has been raised this 
afternoon, because | find myself being led 
away into making statements which, 
though I know and believe them to be 
true, cannot with advantage be made 
this afternoon. I know that the hon. 
Member has no justification for stating 
that the action of the irresponsible rabble 
in the riots of Belfast is in any way 
typical of a great, important, and public- 
spirited party. The arrangements that 
were made by us for this procession 
were adequate and successful. The pro- 
cession proceeded without interruption 
or serious interference, and although 
there was a good deal of excitement and 
some stone-throwing and disorder, these 
were immediately suppressed by the 
police, and the city of Belfast remained 
quiet on Sunday night last. On Monday 
there was an outbreak of rioting, but 


owing to the elaborate police arrange- | 


ments and the calling out of the military 
the rioting in the Shankhill 
was suppressed by midnight without 
serious injury to lite and property. I 
do not suppose that the hon. Member 
for Waterford, who has read a number 
of partisan accounts of these riots— 
although I admit that one of his autho- 
rities was a newspaper which takes an 
opposite view upon this religious ques- 
tion—— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 


religious question ! 


What 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [I agree it is an 
unfortunate expression. I am sorry so 
sacred a word as religion should be used 
in these miserable faction fights, but my 
meaning was perfectly plain, and I really 
do not think my expression invited the 
hon. Gentleman’s interruption. The 
hon. Gentleman asks why was not our 
force sufficient to prevent the riot alto- 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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Again I regret , 


Road | 








at Belfast. 452 


gether; but he knows perfectly well 
that two hostile mobs live in Belfast in 
close proximity to each other, and are so 
organised that they can be called out at 
a moment’s notice, and he also knows 
perfectly well that if provision had not 
_ been made there would have been loss of 
life that night. 

I pass on to the Tuesday and Wednes- 
day. On those days disgraceful attacks 
were made on certain workmen in Har- 
land and Wolff's yard. I gave all the 
information upon that subject that I 
could obtain in reply to the question 
asked me, and I do not propose to add 
anything more to what I said then. | 
say now that my conviction is that no 
step would have been a more mistaken 
one than to have arranged for a body of 
policemen to patrol the yard where 
during eleven months and three weeks of 
the year the men in that yard work 
in perfect peace and amity. Anything 
more unhappy than these collisions it is 
impossible to conceive, but when they 
occur the law must be enforced. On the 
question as to what further steps are to 
be taken, I assure the hon. Member and 
the House that the Government intend 
to take every step in their power. We 
are determined to put this sort of 
thing down, and it shall be put down; 
but is this an opportune moment to 
discuss those steps? Is it wise, when 
feeling runs high in Belfast, for us here 
to talk of the number of police that we 
have available, or of the necessity of keep- 
ing the military there for the next few 
days or the next few weeks, and to 
arraign a Government which declares 
that, in the first place, it is instituting 
legal proceedings, and, in the second, 
it is in consultation with the authorities 
of Belfast as to what further steps will 
be necessary to maintain perfect order 
there? Such a thing does not assist the 
Government or the object which I am 
sure the hon. Member for Waterford has 

at heart. I have already stated in reply 
to the question put to me by the hon. 
Member that I do not propose to name 
any persons against whom it is proposed 
to proceed, but the hon. Member has 
himself named Mr. Trew. Now, I will 
not let it go forth that justice is to be 
affected by this discussion. Before this 
discussion I refused to give any names. 
I now say that Mr. Trew is to be pro- 
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ceeded against. I do not say whether. he | 
is guilty or not guilty. I merely say his| 
action during the last few days has ren- 
dered it a reasonable thing for the Govern- | 
ment to call him to account for what he | 
hasdone. If he can prove that his action 
had nothing to do with this matter, 


and was perfectly right, so much the | 


better for Mr. Trew; but this House 
is not to constitute itself a revolutionary 
tribunal. Passing from prosecutions and 


legal proceedings to military and police | 
steps to be taken for the preservation of | 
I must say that in my opinion | 
oceasionally in | 


order, 
steps must be 


Belfast of 


taken 


a military character, 


but I} 


{14 JuNE 1901} 


| 


regard them only as a palliative of the | 


evil and regrettable necessity. These 
troops ought now to be free to pursue 
their own profession. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
pursue De Wet. 


Yes, to 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I mention that 
aspect of the matter because it was some 
time ago urged that the police were un- 
popular and the military were popular, 
and that we should, therefore, police the 
north of Ireland by the military. I 
decline to accept that view ; you cannot 
take away a battalion during two months 
of its training season from its 
proper work without involving great 
loss upon the taxpayers of this country, 
who are entitled to receive full value for 
their money. Therefore I hold it is 
necessary to take such other steps as may 
lead one to hope, though it does not do 
to be too sanguine, that those persons 
who were responsible for working up 
these unfortunate men to a state of 
maddened excitement 
sensible of the gravity of their action, 
would realise that they were not good 
citizens, and that their conduct 


| that, in 


Ireland had entirely 


ithe Executive by the hon. 


would become | 
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The people of all parties and of all faiths 
have, in my opinion, the right to express 
their views , and to observe, if they please. 
| political and ecclesiastical anniversaries, 
provided they do so in such a way as not 
to cause a breach of the peace, and that 


| is the rule which governs the action of the 


Executive in the south of Ireland as in 
the north of Ireland. The Government 
do not take into account the political or 
ecclesiastical views or the motives of 
those ,.who endanger the public peace. 
They regard only the probable conse- 
quences of their action. This is a police 


matter, not a political or a religious 
matter, and it is one question, whether 


in the north or in the south of Ireland. 
And, both in the north and in the south 
of Ireland, I am able to say to the House 
my opinion, the Government 
do not favour one party or the other by a 
hairbreadth. All they are careful of is 
the maintenance of law and order. 


Mr. 
Co., 
explanation 


HAVILAND-BURKE (King’s 
said that in his plausible 
Chief Secretary for 
evaded the main 
point of the indictment brought against 
Member for 
Waterford, which was, not that the 
police failed to be on the spot to suppress 
an outbreak of riot, but that, having 
had ample warning of the riot, they 
neglected to take the precautions it was 
incumbent upon them to take, and when 
the riot had broken out in its full and 
savage brutality they failed to appear, 
not for an hour, but for days, while the 
riot grew fiercer and the maltreatment of 
the Catholics grew more violent and 
more brutal. He accepted the disclaimer 
of the right hon. Gentleman and _ his 


Tullamore) 
the 


‘declaration of disgust at the leaflet of 


Was | 


reprehensible, and would realise that | 


those who agree with them in polities 
and many other questions dissent entirely 


| save the 


from them when they misuse their con- | 


victions and madden the mob until they 
commit these deplorable excesses. The 
hon. Member for Waterford endeavoured 
to draw a distinction between the action 
of the Government in Belfast and their | 


which the Catholics of Belfast had so 
much reason to complain. It would 
have been more to the point if the prin- 
ters of that leaflet had, instead of “ God 
King,”’ printed at the bottom 
“God save Protestantism from such 
Protestants as these.’ Every police 
station in Ireland had a_ stock of 
proclamations of public meetings with 
spaces left blank for the dates, and 
| the statement that such a meeting was 


action in the south of Ireland. No such | | likely to cause boycotting or intimidation 
OW hat meeting was more caleulated to 


distinction can, in my opinion, be drawn. 
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cause intimidation than this scandalous | constituency which he represented, but 
leaflet, which was scattered broadcast |no riots ever occurred at Tullamore, 
over Belfast on the night before the; because there the community was not 
riot? He accepted the statement that! brought up year after year in the belief 


the placard was torn down by the police, 
but why did not the police take pre- | 
cautionary measures to protect the | 
Catholics on the very day when this act | 
of ruffianism broke out ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: and 


they were successful. 


did, 


They 


Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE said that 
in that case they did not maintain their 
vigilance. The right hon. 
first statement was very remarkable. 
He said the police could not control the 
harbour without the assistance of the 
military. That gave the House a pic- 
ture of the unbridled lawlessness and 
ruffianism which generations of Irish 


Secretaries had allowed to exist in Belfast. | 
Gentleman had said that | 
it was impossible for the police to show | 


The right hon. 


themselves in the harbour without the 
assistance of the military. What a con- 
fession of impotence! When thousands 
of the lives of His Majesty’s Catholic 
subjects are menaced, to say that the 
police could not patrol a_ particular 
district without the aid of the military! 
The right hon. Gentleman said that too 
much police patrol would cause needless 
irritation. If the right hon. Gentleman 
desired to be needlessly irritated he had 
only to become a Nationalist Member 
and attempt to address his constituents 
in certain portions of Ireland. He had 
been to places where hundreds of armed 
men had been on the spot because it was 
said that such a meeting might create 
intimidation. The same sauce 
was served out to the Nationalist goose 
should be served to the Orange gander. 
What the Nationalists wanted was the 
ruffianism at Belfast to cease, and they 
looked to the Chief Secretary and the 
Executive to take measures which were 
infinitely more prompt and effective than 
those which, on the right hon. 
man’s own showing, they 


Gentle- | 
had _ taken } 


when this outrage on the religious suscep- | 


tibilities of the 
perpetrated in the 
allusion had been made. 
sturdy little Protestant colony 


Mr. Haviland-Burke. 


leaflet 
There was a 
in the! 


{ 


Gentleman’s | 


which . 


Catholics of Belfast was | 
to which | 
‘carried out by Protestants. 


that it was safer to break a Catholic head 
‘than a Protestant window! There was 
|some attempt at impartiality in the 
| administration of the law. In conclusion 
‘he might say he had not stood up to 
| direct a malicious attack upon any Min- 
‘ister, but only to remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that the terrible riot of 1886 
began in exactly the same way as the 
| riots now under discussion, and to say 
that something more than the prosecu- 
tion of a few poor corner-boys was needed 
to establish anything like the semblance 
‘of law in Belfast. It was useless to prose- 
‘cute a few stone-throwers and not strike 
at the men who publicly initiated the 
attack against Catholics simply because 
they were Catholics. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAMS (Cork, 
N.E.): I desire to acknowledge the con- 
siderate terms in which the Leader of the 
Irish party has spoken of the services 
which the Protestants of Ireland have 
rendéred in the struggles of the Irish 
people to recover their lost rights. I 
heartily believe that the respectable 
Protestants of Ireland, whether in 
Belfast or in any other province, con- 
'demn the proceedings which have 
recently disgraced Belfast as strongly as 
any person can possibly do. It is rather 
remarkable that so far not a single 
Member for the northern provinces of 
‘Ireland has yet seen fit to take part in 
this debate, to repudiate the disgraceful 
state of things which produced this riot. 
While there may be some allowance 
made for some members of the Govern- 
ment not taking part in this debate, I 
should have thought that some of those 
unofficial members of the House who are 
closely and intimately connected with 
Belfast would have felt it to be their duty 
to rise in this House and denounce in 
the strongest possible terms the conduct 
of men who I, as a Protestant, am 
ashamed to think are classed as my ¢o- 
religionists. I say that it is a disgrace 
to Protestants that these riots should be 
If there is 


anything at all in Protestantism it is a 
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desire to secure perfect freedom for every | in a discreditable riot, which is denounced 
man to exercise his own religious belief. by the Chief Secretary and everybody 
The Catholics of Belfast felt it to be their | else, which it ought to be within the 
duty to take part in a religious ceremony! power of the law to put down, 
inside the walls of a college, and their and yet it does not seem to be 
procession was attacked by men who put down. What would the Attorney 
call themselves Protestants. ThereforeI/General do in England if he found 
think it is the duty of every right-minded a local authority did not put down 
Protestant who glories in the freedom rioting? He would take care that a 
which is the real foundation of Pro-' large number of those persons who were 
testantism to rise in this House and, the ringleaders in getting up religious 
dissociate himself from those wretched | riots were prosecuted. Of course, it 
men who have brought disgrace upon is not necessary to prosecute everybody, 
Protestantism. I have just heard the but the law should direct its shatts 
Chief Secretary state that he intends to| towards the ringleaders and towards 
ut down these proceedings in Belfast. | those who are most highly placed. The 
We shall look with much curiosity to see Chief Secretary has stated in language 
what means are taken to accomplish this which I listened to with satisfaction that 
end. We shall watch with interest the | these riots shall be put down, and that 
prosecutions which the Government will | this state of things shall not be permitted 
initiate, not against those few misguided to continue. If he will direct his weapons 
individuals who have disgraced that city, against the ringleaders and the persons 
but against those persons who are behind who instigated these disgraceful scenes, 
those unfortunate men, and who have that will be the most effective method 
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incited them to commit these acts which 
have disgraced the city of Belfast. Asan 
Irish Protestant, I have risen to take 
part in the debate in order to thank the 
Member for Waterford for his kind 
expressions towards Protestants, and I 
feel that I should be false to my convic- 
tions if I did not express my opinion from 
my place in the House of Commons. 


Sirk ROBERT REID 
Burghs): I only wish to occupy a few 


moments in order to say why I intend to , 


vote for the motion of the hon. Member 
for Waterford. I intend to do so as a 


protest against the constant troubles in | 


Belfast, which I have heard of from time 
to time, ever since I have had a seat in this 
House, and which I think are a disgrace 
to our system of government. On this 
occasion complaints have been made 
that there have not been adequate prose- 
cutions in past times. It is also com- 
plained that the magistrates are biased 
or partial in their administration of the 
law. Of course, all those things are 
denied, and no doubt the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland thinks he has taken proper 
precautions, and he believes in the im- 
partiality of the magistrates. There 


must, however, be a screw loose some-_ 
What seems to me to be abso- | 
iutely unintelligible is that people engage 


where. 


(Dumfries | 


[to adopt. Everybody will watch with 
considerable interest the steps the Chief 
Secretary takes to put down these riots, 
and I hope he will take care to punish 
those who are really guilty. 


' Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): My hon. and learned friend 
‘who has just sat down has made the 
statement that these riots are condemned 
by every reasonable man in this House 
and in Ireland. That statement compels 
me to call attention to a fact which | 
think is very remarkable in the course ot 
this debate. We have had a repudiation 
of these riots from the Chief Secretary 
and from hon. Members on the Irish 
i benches, both Catholic and Protestant. 
But although this debate has gone on 
for some time, and there are Members in 
'the House associated with Belfast and 
| with the organisation which was the root 
and origin of these riots, the debate is 
apparently about to close without a word 
of repudiation, and without a syllable 
of condemnation from them, of these 
disgraceful proceedings. I waited for 
the right hon. and gallant Member for 
North Armagh to rise—— 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I will follow you. 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I was very|hon. and gallant Member for North 
unwilling to join in this debate, because] Armagh will be addressing Orange 
the case had been so ably stated by my Lodges in Ireland and arousing religious 
hon. and learned friend the Member for | Passions. 

Waterford and other hon. Members who 
have spoken, but I think my rising will *Mr. SPEAKER - 
have been more than justified if itelicits| ““", S* “ANS: 
some words from the right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman opposite. Now that 
he is going to rise after me, may I suggest 
some subjects to which he may direct his 
remarks? The Chief Secretary says that 
the Protestants of Ireland are to be held 
tree from responsibility for these riots.| fr T. P. O'CONNOR: We say that 
Chat statement was also made by the hon. every precaution has been taken by w 
Member for Waterford. Perhaps I may to prevent these riots, and may I not make 
he permitted to say that in my opinion | ,, appeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite 
the Protestants of Ireland in future | not to make speeches which arouse re- 
eg eg SRR HOE 4 part jigious passion in Ireland and which 
in the self government of Ireland as any | \2 nue the ariein of the vite? Teh 
other religious section of the community. | se oon — an ae Sling 
Religious discussions in Ireland are not alin’ cee: wear alter veer and walks te 
a cn ve age ol ae ~ — | same complaint in regard to these riots 
rider a deeper the g vhich lies ae , o aaeameaiai » aaa 
between Catholics and Protestants ts = get -~ aa yg tome ; 
= iit |remember these riots when a boy at 
Ireland. The Chief Secretary went on ‘college in 1886, and every five veers 
to say that he was able to relieve not | since that time we have had the same 
merely the Protestant body of responsi- | riots and the same promises to put them 
bility for these riots, but also that section | down. The Chief Secretary says the law 
known as the Orange Society. Here I|is administered in the same way in 
am sorry to say I could not agree with | the north as in the south of Ireland. I 
him, and if I wanted a contradiction | dare say that is his intention, but as far 
and repudiation of this statement I! as the facts are concerned it is not s0. 
could find it in his own speech. He | These riots would never take place in 
says that for eleven months in the year | Belfast at all if the rioters did not feel 
pe pam igang 4 able ng |that the strong arm of the law would 
on well together, and that even in the NPE Fe ES 
Belfast Dockyards, where one-eighth of | ay Sere nape Tae. 
the men are Catholics, they are able to | 
work in peace side by side for eleven | 
months in the year. Everybody ae- 
quainted with the north of Ireland 
knows that that is perfectly true. There Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: The Chief 
is one month of the year, however, | Secretary denies this, but I have seen 
which seems to bring out all those ancient | Protestant magistrates in the north of 
feuds and unchristian passions. That | Jreland leading mobs, and the very next 
month would pass away like other | day those gentlemen were not ashamed 
months if religious feuds were not resur- | to take their places upon the magisterial 
rected from their graves by men of repute | bench to administer what they called 
and position, who make it their business impartial justice to Catholics. The only 
to make speeches, call meetings, and) occasion in my life when I was seriously 
use all the old weapons by which those | assailed by a mob was in the north of 
religious feuds can be revived and re-| Jreland, and the gentlemen who took 
ligious passions excited. Even the hon. part in it were pointed out to me as 
Member for South Belfast excuses his | members of the magisterial bench. 
absence from this House on the ground 
that he has to be in Irelandon the 12th 
of July. On that date probably the right | Mr. WYNDHAM dissented. 


The hon. Member 
must keep to the specific point before the 
House. He is now entering into a 
discussion about what happens on the 
12th of July. That is out of order, and 
it is undesirable to discuss it now. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: No, no! 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: 


that solemn negative which Chief Secre- 
taries always give to unpleasant facts. 
In this country people know that they 
have to face the law, and that it will be 


enforced if they do not obey it, but in | 


the north of Ireland the Protestant 
feels that the law is his friend and pro- 
tector in riotous proceedings. Ireland 
must be in a very bad way if the 
Government cannot rule without resort- 
ing to such methods. There is some- 
thing to be admired in a Government 
which is determined at any cost to pre- 
serve the rights of every individual 
and the maintenance of law and order. 
Let the Chief Secretary adopt that prin- 
ciple in the north of Ireland. I hope 


this debate will have three useful results : | 
leaders, I utterly repudiate, as I know 


| they also repudiate and abhor, any such 


(1) the repudiation by the right hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh of 
the men who are guilty of these gross 
and brutal acts of cowardice; (2) a 
greater vigilance on the part of the 
Government than they have hitherto 
shown ; and (3) most important of all, 
I hope this discussion will bring home 
to the minds of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
and the people of this country that, if 
there is any danger of religious servitude 
and bigotry in Ireland, it would come 
not from the Catholics, but from those 
who persecute them. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: [can 
assure the hon. Member who has just 
sat down that it is not the habit of the 
party to which | belong to make any 
allusion to the faith of those who are 
opposed to us, and [| challenge the hon. 
Gentleman to go through the speeches 
which I have made during the last twenty 
years and produce one single instance 
where | have ever uttered one syllable 
which is insulting tothe faith to which 
the majority of Irishmen belong. It is 
not the habit of myself, or the organisa- 
tion to which I belong, to do that. I am 
perfectly well aware that hon. Gentlemen 
look upon it almost as an insult if we 
take a strong Protestant line. We are 
Protestants, and we are not ashamed of 
it. We proclaim it, and we intend to 
stand by it in Ireland and in this country. 


As for insulting or inciting the Irish 


{14 June 1901} 
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people to attack their fellow-countrymen, 
that is not our habit. If hon. Gentlemen 
opposite desire that this ill-feeling shall 


| permanently cease, a good deal rests with 


them. Let them abandon their insane 
policy of Home Rule, which nobody 
believes in either in Ireland or in this 
country. It is merely a_ political ery 
which fills the Irish benches. But there 
is really nothing in Home Rule, and 
why not abandon it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will not extend this 
limited debate to: Home Rule. 


CoLtoneL SAUNDERSON : I will not 
pursue that question or my speech in 


that direction. As one of the Orange 


proceedings as have been described. 
Protestants claim a _ perfect freedom 
and right which, I believe, all the King’s 
subjects claim to hold their faith, and, 
if they choose, to proclaim it. We agree 
that our fellow-countrymen have a mght 
to celebrate any religious ceremony 
which they believe they ought to perform. 
These riots in Belfast, unfortunately, 
occasionally recur. I deplore this, but 
these riots are invariably got up by boys. 
and girls under eighteen. They are never 
got up by the leaders of any party, and 
amongst those who are now being tried 
or have been tried in Belfast you will 
not find one single member of the Orange 
organisation. [Nationalist cheers, and 
AN Hon. Memper: No; they will not 
touch them.] I challenge contradiction 
of the statement I have made. No doubt 
hon. Gentlemen opposite will say that 
an Orangeman is seldom brought before 
the magistrates, and if he is he is gener- 
ally acquitted. There is not one syllable 
of truth in such a statement. As one of 
the leaders of the Orange organisation, 
I say that Orangemen themselves and 
those who are under our discipline take 
no part whatever in riots of this kind, 
and we deplore them as heartily as hon. 
Members opposite. Therefore 1 hope 
that I have satistied my hon. friend 
opposite that the leaders of the party 
to which I belong and myself deplore 
and condemn as strongly as he does 
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these unfortunate proceedings. I only | religion irrespective of his political party, 
hope that good sensewill prevail in Belfast, | and it appears to me that the Orangemen 
and that these people will see that those of Belfast ought to allow Catholics the 
who are really injured by such proceed- | liberty to exercise their religion, which i 
ings are not the co-religionists of the almost the only liberty left to them in 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, but it is their Ireland. I trust that the result of this 
own faith which is covered with obloquy debate will be that the right hon. Gentle. 
and disgrace. /man the Chief Secretary for Ireland will 
be in earnest in what he has proclaimed 
this evening. Those who have studied 
the question for years past know very 
well that the administration of the law 


Mr. FIELD : If the right hon. Gentle- 
man when he goes to Belfast would; 
repeat the statements he has made in . sechieaihi’ in teceendl. Seaalll 
this House I am quite”certain that they | ® — ee ee Se 
would have a much greater effect than “S ™ ho have taken part in Nationalist 
any debate here, because there can be no | demonstrations know very well that in 
question whatever that it is only when various parts of Ireland the same liberty 


Fens: /is not accorded in the south and west 
Orange ‘festivals come about that these Ant 1 in the south and w ” 
that is freely given to the Orangemen in 


conte eb agg ©. It ts always about the Belfast. I have no desire to quarrel with 
; Orangemen. I cannot understand why 
a ee Oe eee isuch proceedings as occurred at Belfast 
CotoneL SAUNDERSON dissented should take place. I could understand 
from that statement. if they took place in Africa. If meetings 
|are to be put down in Nationalist quar- 
Mr. FIELD: The right hon. Gentle-/| ters in Ireland the same law should be 
man’s recollection and my own do not | ¢a?ried out in Belfast. I trust that the 
agree. I think it is generally about the, Pesult of this discussion will be that the 
12th of July that the Orangemen decide | Chief Secretary will carry out the law 
to have a night in Belfast. It seems to im all parts of Ireland in an evenhanded 
me most intolerable that in this age of | manner, and that he will bring to an end 
free thought and civilisation the occur- | those unfortunate riots between Catholies 
rence of a procession within Catholic @nd Protestants in Belfast, which are a 
grounds should be made a reason for | disgrace to the community. 
such proceedings as those which hap- | 
pened in Belfast during the past few} Question put. 
days. I have always preached toleration. | 
I do not care what a man’s religion is,| The House divided: Ayes, 105 ; Noes, 
he has a right to the free exercise of his, 182. (Division List No. 254.) 





AYES. 

Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) ; Cogan, Denis J. | Helme, Norval Watson 
Allan, William (Gateshead) Condon, Thomas Joseph | Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | Craig, Robert Hunter | Jacoby, James Alfred 
Ambrose, Robert | Crean, Eugene Jones, Wm. (Carnarnonshire) 
Austin, Sir John | Cullinan, J. Kearley, Hudson E. 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) | Dalziel, James}Henry Kennedy, Patrick James 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Delany, William Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Black, Alexander William | Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Leamy, Edmund 
Blake, Edward Doogan, P. C. Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Boland, John | Duffy, William J. | Levy, Maurice 
Boyle, James ; Duncan, J. Hastings Lewis, John Herbert 
Brigg, John , Dunn, Sir William Lundon, W. 
Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) | Elibank, Master of ' MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Burke, E. Haviland- Field, William M‘Crae, George 
Burns, John Flynn, James Christopher ; M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Caldwell, James | Gilhooly, James | M‘Govern, T. 
Campbell,“John (Armagh, 8.) | Goddard, Daniel Ford | Minch, Matthew 
Carew, James Laurence Hammond, John ' Mooney, John J. 
Causton, Richard Knight | Hayden, John Patrick | Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Clancy, John Joseph Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- Moss, Samuel 

Col. Saunderson. 
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Murnaghan, George 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Cl. John. P. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
0’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
0’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

0’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
0’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

0’Mara, James 


Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tyntej 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rf Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 





| Finch, George H. 


Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. ( Hornsey) 
Balfour. Rt Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds | 
Balfour,MajK.R.(Christchurch | 
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O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 





Sinclair, CaptJohn(lorfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


NOES. 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E dward | 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 








Banbury, Frederick George 


Beach. Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol) | ¢ 


Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon, Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cock field 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Hornby, Sir William Henry 
| Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 








Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond. | 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick | 
Gordon, Hn.J. E. (Elgin& Nairn 

Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 

Goschen,Hon.George Joachim | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred | 

| Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | | 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick | 

Hamilton, Rt HnLordG (Midd’x | 

Hanbury,Rt.Hon. RobertWm. | 

Harris, Frederick Leverton | 

| 
| 


Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


| Henderson, Alexander 


Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, JF. (Sheftield, Brightside | 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.(Denbigh | | 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.Fareham | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,l’rederick N.S. | 
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Spencer,Rt. Hn.C.R(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas,J.A(Glamorgan,G’ wer 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Macartney,Rt.Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJH. (Dumfriesshire 
Mitchell, William 

| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn.F red.(Monm’thsh. 
Morton, ArthurH A.( Deptford) 
Murray,Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Oo’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens. 
Orr- -Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Rbt. Wellesley 


Pierpoint, Robert 


Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

| Pretyman, Ernest George 

| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


| Pym, C. Guy 


Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Maj. Frederick Carne 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Rentoul, James Alexander 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson: 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edw. Albert 
Saunderson,Rt Hn.Col. Edw. F 
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Seton-Karr, Henry | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew | 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hn. Chas. Hedley 


NEW BILL. 
SMALL HOLDINGS (IRELAND). 


Bill to increase the area of Small Hold- 
ings in Ireland, ordered to be brought 
in by Colonel Nolan, Mr. William Red- 
mond, Mr. James O’Kelly, and Mr. 
Conor O'Kelly. 


SMALL HOLDINGS (IRELAND) BILL. 


‘To increase the area of Small Holdings 
in Ireland,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 24th June, and to be 
printed. [Bill 212.] 


SUPPLY [llra Attorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair.] 


Navy EstTIMaTEs, 1901-2. 


1. £2,684,000, Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, Etc.—Personnel. 


{COMMONS} 


| Talbot, Lerd E. (Chichester) 

Thorburn, Sir Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 

| Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

| Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. Wm. Hall 

Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) | 

Whitmore, Chas. (Algernon) 

| Williams,Rt. HnJ Powell(Birm. 
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Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


is well known to Members of the House. 
The difficulty arose owing to a change in 
the wages of the War Office labourers 
at Woolwich Arsenal. At Woolwich 
there were:labourers in the employment 
of the Admiralty working side by side 
with those employed by the War Office 
and receiving ls. a week less. As that 
anomaly could not continue, the la- 
bourers of the Admiralty at Woolwich 
were paid the same wages as those of the 
War Office. But that led to another 
anomaly. The workmen at Deptford, 
which is nearer to London, were then 
receiving a lower rate of wages 
than the men at Woolwich. 


_ At first, in view of what was the current 


rate of wages, the Admiralty did not 


‘see their way to make the alteration 


desired by many hon. Members, and to 
give an extra shilling to the Deptford 
labourers. There were two grounds. 
In the first place, they were not clear 


‘that the concession was demanded by 


the state of the labour market, and, 
further, they were not at that time, in 
view of the rate of wages prevailing, pre- 
pared to accept the natural consequence 
of any alteration in the Deptford wages, 


.and of adding to the wages of the 


labourers in all the Government dock- 
yards. But the matter has now been care- 


‘fully considered, the rates of wages pre- 


-vailing in other parts of the country and 


*Tue SECRETARY To tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): I ask leave to rise at this stage 
of the proceedings as I have a statement 
to make on the Vote, which may shorten 
discussion. There are several points in 
which hon. Members are interested with 
regard to the personnel of the dockyards. 
One matter which has on many previous 
occasions led to considerable discussion 
in this House has reference to the rate 
of wages paid to the dockyard labourers. , 
‘The history of the existing rate of wages | 


in London have been examined, and it has 
been decided to concede an extra shilling 
a week to the labourers at Deptford. 
As a necessary corollary, a similar rise 
will be given to the labourers in all the 
Admiralty dockyards. I speak of this 
as a necessary corollary, because as hon. 
Members are aware, the principle has 
already been admitted that there is a 
distinction between the rate of wages in 
London and the rate in the provinces. 
That distinction in respect to labourers 
is held to be represented by the sum of 
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ashilling. Therefore it would be impos- 
sible, in the face of the recommendation 
--which was the recommendation of a 
strong Committee—to give the increase 
at Deptford and not give it to the 
labourers in the other dockyards. 

The next point I wish to say a word 
about, with the view of shortening 
debate, is the matter of dockyard peti- 
tions. There are hon. Members who 
represent dockyard workers and others 
who have often brought before this 
House questions which have been pressed 
upon them with regard to shipwrights. 
The shipwrights are a most important 
body of men in the dockyards, and there 
can be no doubt that in some respects 
they have not hitherto been on all fours, 
as regards wages, with other skilled 
labourers who may be called approxi- 
mately of the same class in the dockyards. 
There has existed among the ship- 
wrights a system of classification, accord- 


ing to their actual or supposed professional | 


merit, which has been recognised by 
a larger or smaller wage. The wage 


itself has not alwavs been held to com- | 


pare favourably with that of workmen 
of a similar class, and this has given rise 
toa good deal of dissatisfaction. It has 
now been decided to remove, as far as 
we can remove, that source of dissatis- 


faction, and we propose to abolish the | 


dassification of shipwrights and to raise 
the rate of pay in the following degrees :— 
The established shipwrights, at present 
receiving 32s., will receive 33s. ; 
hired shipwrights, at present receiving 
33s. 6d., will receive 34s. 6d.; and the 
probationers, now receiving 31s. 6d., 
will receive 32s. 6d. By granting these 
concessions we shall give a substantial 
increase to by far the larger number of 
shipwrights. There will be a very small 
number who will not gain the full shilling 
owing to the fact that they are now 
receiving somewhat more than the bulk 
ofthe men with whom they work. There 
have been two other sources of petitions 
affecting another class. One has been 
with reference to the recorders of work. 
They are an important body of men, 
because they are entrusted with respon- 
sible functions. It is their duty to 
investigate the work done by their 
colleagues in the same or a kindred 
trade, and to report, for the purpose of 


estimating the amount of piecework earn- | 


the | 
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|ings for the work performed. In view 


of the recent increase granted to charge- 
men this responsibility was no longer 
adequately compensated by the wages 
they received, which was by an allow- 
ance of 6d. aday duty pay. Now we 
have raised that remuneration from 
6d. to ls. The last class to which I 
wish to refer are the machinists and 
spinners—the women engaged in the 
rope-works at Chatham and Deptford. 
A considerable class of women engaged in 
dockyards are those known as_ color- 
| women, and they have been hitherto re- 
| ceiving a wage in excess of that paid to 
‘the other women engaged as machinists 
and spinners. Machinists and spinners 
have hitherto received a wage varying 
from 11s. to 15s. a week. It is now pro- 
posed to raise the wage to a sum varying 
from 13s. 6d. to 18s. a week, thus 
placing them on the same terms as 
colorwomen. These are substantial con- 
cessions, which have been desired by 
' Members of this House, and which we 
‘are now convinced the present state 
of the labour market makes _ it 
| reasonable for us to concede. There has 
been of course an enormous number of 
individual petitions. I have thought 
'it my duty to peruse all of them. I am 
sure the Committee will not desire that 
I should give a reply now to individual 
| petitions. Answers will be sent in due 
course to petitioners whose petitions 
have been acceded to. 

In the matter of boilers in the ships, 
|there has been a further readjustment 
| since my hon. friend made his statement 
| on the subject. I hope it is not out of 
/order to refer to this, but I have not 
| given to the House on other occasions 
ilists of the ships which were to be 
| boilered. I may say that it has been 
‘found impracticable under the rule 
laid down by ourselves to put new 
| boilers into the “ Donegal,” the “ Cume 
| berland,” and the “ Prince of Wales” ; 
| but on the other hand it has been decided 
‘to take out the existing boilers of the 
| 
| 
! 


‘** Hermes.” 


| *Tne CHAIRMAN: It will not be 
| convenient to discuss boilers on this Vote, 


| *Sirm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): We generally 
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have on first reaching the Vote for the 
shipbuilding yards some general dis- 
cussion. I understand from you, Sir, 
that is not to be the case to-day. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I think that has 
generally been the case when Section 2 


{COMMONS} 


Navy Estimates. 472 
(the Admiralty obtaining the services of 
| first class shipwrights. 

| Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said he 
' wished to express his satisfaction that, 
| after the long and weary campaign which 
' had been waged on behalf of the under- 


or 3 has been taken first. Possibly it | paid men in the dockyards, the Admiralty 


will be convenient to discuss Sections 
2 and 3 together, because they deal 


with shipbuilding and boilers. I think 
it would be inconvenient to discuss 


shipbuilding on the Vote before us. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 
think I need say any more now, having 
drawn attention to the changes we pro- 
pose to make with regard to the wages 
of labourers. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said it was 
perhaps unfortunate that the Govern- 
ment had not followed the usual course 
of taking first either Section 2 or 3, on 
which the programme of the year could 
be discussed. He sincerely trusted that 
they might not occupy the whole 
evening discussing the personnel, the 
more so because the first matter with 
which his hon. friend the Secretary to 
the Admiralty dealt at greatest length 
had generally been discussed on another 
Vote. He had heard with pleasure of 
thesmall advance granted to the labourers 
at Deptford, for that had been the worst 
case in the whole range of labour em- 
ployment by the Government. The 
present increase ought to have been 
given three or four years ago. Having 
no personal interest in the matter, 
having aconstituency interested the other 
way, and having inquired into the cir- 
cumstances, he considered that the case 
ot Deptford and Woolwich was an extra- 
ordinarily strong case of where the pay 
was terribly too low. The only doubt 
he had in his mind in connection with 
the gratifying announcement which 
had been made was whether the men at 
Devonport, in view of the peculiar 
circumstances attendant upon living 
there, ought not to be put on the London 
seale. He believed it was as dear a place 
as London for the men. He rather 
doubted whether the other concession 
would be sufficient to remove the diffi- 
culties which had stood in the way of 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


‘had seen their way to take a step in the 
right direction, and to make these conces- 
\sions. The Devonport case had_ been 
| well known in the House. The condition 
of the men there was altogether different 
‘from that in any other Government 
yard, and he submitted that there was a 
case for further inquiry with the view 
of ascertaining whether they were 
entitled to the same consideration as 
was given to the men in the London yards. 
He thanked his hon. friend for what he 
| had done, but was he to understand that 
the shilling concession would apply to 
hired hands and to skilled labourers ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No; the 
skilled labourers are on a__ totally 
different footing. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that the skilled 
labourers as a whole starved on a very 
low wage, while the ordinary labourers 
had the benefit of this concession. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORS7YER. said that 
the skilled labourers on regular wages 
were paid on an average 24s. per week, 
and a large number on piece work 
earned from 24s. to 32s. a week. 


Mr. KEARLEY admitted that the 
average wage was about 24s. per week, 
but he maintained that the Government 
would not get the most desirable men 
so long as they were paid an unequal 
wage for doing the same work. He 
‘believed the Government were right in 
abolishing classification amongst the 
'shipwrights, but why limit it to that 
lone trade only? Were the joiners 
_less concerned in this principle of classifi- 
‘cation than the shipwrights? The 
‘logical conclusion was to carry the 
‘abolition of classification to all trades. 
'The Government could not get skilled 
|labour in these other trades unless they 
| paid proper wages. Lord Goschen, then 
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Mr. Goschen, promised in this House in 
March, 1890, that the whole conditions 
in regard to pay of the labourers in the 
Government dockyards would be revised. 
That promise had not been carried out, 
and he thought that there should be a 
general inquiry. Of course the conditions 


of labour had changed during the last | 
ten years, and if the Government wanted | 
to get the best skill it would be necessary | 
to adopt the scale of wages paid to similar | 
As to the ques- | 


trades in private yards. 
tion of arrears of construction, could he 
raise it under the present Vote ? 


*THeE CHAIRMAN thought it would 
be more convenient to take the point of 
arrears of construction on the Ship- 
building Vote. 


Mr. KEARLEY asked whether he 
would be in order in calling attention 
to some matters referred to in the Report 
of the Committee of Public Accounts 
as to the lack of expenditure of money 
which had been voted for shipbuilding 
by the House. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said the hon. Mem- |, 
ber would not be in order in raising | 


that question on this Vote. 


Mr. ARTHUR MORTON (Deptford) | 


said he wished to express his acknowledg- | 


ment and thanks to the Government for 


Admiralty had announced, and he was 
quite sure these would be received with 
great gratitude by the workmen in 
the dockvardss 


{14 June 1901} 
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cally only taken on for the job, and when 
the job was finished they expected to be 
| dismissed. It was not out of considera- 
| tion for the men that the Government 
/now gave them practically continuous 
/employment, but from the necessities 
of the Government, although the rate 
of wages for hired men was distinctly 
lower than was paid to a similar class 
of workmen in private yards. The real 
question was what was the service of these 
men worth. He would suggest that the 
Government jabourers were worth six- 


| pence an hour, as much as the labourers 


in private yards. It was rather an un- 
gracious thing to look a gift horse in the 
mouth, but he would like the Secretary 
to the Admiralty to extend the same 
concessions which he had made to the 
shipwrights to other trades, particularly 
io the joiners, ship-riggers, store-house 
labourers, and others, which were very 
markedly paid at a lower rate than in 
private yards. The hon. Gentleman 
had got a petition from these trades before 
him, in which they fairly and accurately 
set out the rate of pay in private yards 
as compared with that paid in Govern- 
ment yards, and he would like the hon. 
Member to make a statement as to what 
he was prepared to do in regard to the 


other trades besides the shipwrights. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) said there was a matter of 


: : : | principle connected with this particular 
the concessions which the Secretary to the | F P i" 


Vote on which he wished to ask a ques- 


ition, and to make a few observations. 
| He referred to the naval staffs employed 


at the different naval stations abroad. It 
was almost impossible to recognise that 


/any principle of policy was pursued as 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) | 
desired to add his acknowledgment to | 
the Secretary to the Admiralty for the | 
concession he had made —a larger one 
than had been made since Lord Spencer | 
was First Lord of the Admiralty. But | 
while the hired men received a slightly | 
higher rate of pay, they received a smaller 
advantage than the establishment men 
in the way of pension. In fact they did 
hot receive a pension at all ; they received 
only a bonus. The hired men constituted 





75 per cent. of the whole employees 
of the Government, whereas thirty or 
forty years ago they were half. Again, 
an the old days the hired men were practi- 


VOL. XCV. 
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to personnel ashore on stations abroad. 
For example, in the days of wooden ships, 
and when the main colonial trade of 
this country was with the West Indies, 
Jamaica was an important station. There 
they now had a commodore and a com- 
mander, and altogether £4,000 a year 
was spent on the personnel of the naval 
establishment at Port Royal. But in 
these days of iron, steel, and steam, 
Jamaica could only be regarded as a 
very small and insignificant station. 
Now, at Halifax, the headquarters of this 
North American and West Indian fleet, 
there was only a civil store keeper in 
charge. That seemed a somewhat 


S 
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ridiculous position. Both at Halifax | 


and at Esquimault they should have a | 
naval officer of superior rank in charge of | 
the station, who could be getting all | 
the information possible to be obtained, | 
so as to prepare for the coming time | 
of colonial co-operation. Again, he| 
noticed that they were spending as | 
much on the personnel at Jamaica as at | 
Gibraltar. He asked the Secretary to | 
the Admiralty to throw some light on 
what was the principle of general policy | 
in regard to the distribution of the naval | 
staffs on shore on the different stations 
abroad. 


{COMMONS} 


476: 


just pay. That had levelled up the 
whole of the shipwrights in a particular 
way, and it had practically the effect of 
abolishing classification; but that was 
not the object of the ehange. His hon, 
and gallant friend the Member for Great 
Yarmouth had suggested a readjust- 
ment of the personnel on shore at the 
different stations abroad. During the 
short time he had had experience at the 
Admiralty he observed that the tendency 
was that the naval stations which were 
really becoming important had received 
additions to their personnel, and the 


Navy Estimates. 


| contrary was the case with those stations 


| which had ceased to be important. It 


Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said that 
formerly the men in the dockyards had 
the privilege of approaching the Lords 
of the Admiralty, and bringing to their 
notice what they regarded as their 
grievances as to pay and position. In| 
recent years they had lost that privilege, 
but there was left to them the right of 
petition, and that right they had exer-| 
cised. Hon. Members who came into 
contact with the employees in the dock- | 
yards knew that they did not exercise | 
that right of petition without cause, as 
had been witnessed that night by the 
concessions made. But sometimes for 
two years together the men who had 
forwarded petitions to the Admiralty, | 
setting out clearly the terms of their | 
grievances, had got no sort of reply. | 
He knew that that was a source of | 
much irritation, and he thought it would | 
be a great satisfaction to large bodies | 
of men employed in the dockyards if, 
within a reasonable time after they had 
addressed their petitions to the Admi- 
ralty, they were informed whether any- 
thing was to be done in the matter of 
redressing their grievances. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER - said that 
the practice was to communicate with 
the men in all cases where their petitions 
could be acceded to. But when the 
large number of petitions frequently 
forwarded to the Admiralty, and the 
small points often brought up, was con- 
sidered, it would be seen that it was 
very difficult to answer every one of 
them personally. The object of the 
concession of extra pay to the ship- 
wrights was not to achieve the abolition 





of classification but to give them a 


Sir John Colomb. 


| was a matter of opinion whether this 


particular survival of maintaining 
superior officers at Jamajca should be 
eontinued. He acknowledged that 
Jamaica was now of nothing like the 
importance it once occupied as a naval 
station ; but it was isolated, and was 
still of considerable importance in rela- 


tion not only to the West Indian islands, 


but to our colonies on the mainland of 
South America. He would also point 
out that Port Royal, Jamaica, was much 
further off from any foreign country 
than Halifax. He believed there was 
justice in the ease of the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman, and if his hon. and gallant 
friend would assist him in the matter 
he would be much obliged. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he had 
not argued so much for the reduction 
of the staff at Port Royal, but for in- 
creasing the naval staffs at Halifax, 
Simon’s Bay, and Esquimault, and putting 
asenior officer in charge there, thereby 
giving them better opportunities of 
keeping in touch with what was going 
on. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON said that 
the distinction between the hired men 
and the establishment men _ having 
practically ceased to exist, he wanted to 
know whether the Government could 
not give the hired men some sort of a 
pension after, as some of them _ had 
given, thirty years service. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £5,306,50; 
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be granted to His Majesty, to defray the | posed further to alter the boilers of the 

Expense of the Material for Shipbuilding, | ‘‘ Medea” and the ‘‘ Medusa.” 

Repairs, Maintenance, é&c., including | 

the cost of Establishments of Dockyards| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 

and Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, | dee) said he had been desired by the hon. 

which will come in course of payment | Member for Gateshead, who was in 

during the year ending on the 31st day | possession when the House adjourned, 

of March, 1902.” | to proceed with some observations which 
he (Mr. Robertson) desired to make upon 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Perhaps this Vote. He proposed to take the some- 
with the acquiescence of the House, and what unusual course of moving a reduc- 
hase ‘ : tion of the Shipbuilding Vote in reference 
for the satisfaction of the hon. Member t ee : : 
: ‘ : o the building of the royal yacht. 
for Gateshead, I might, in continuance! This vessel had a most unfortunate 
of the brief statement which I made| history. In the year 1897 the First 
in an earlier stage of the debate, say| Lord of the Admiralty came down to 
that a slight alteration will have to be| the House with a proposal for the con- 
made. In the statement I made to struction of a new royal yacht. Excep- 
the hon. Gentleman with regard to the | tion was taken that if the yacht was to 
change of boilers in His Majesty’s ships | be built it should be built in such a way 
I included three ships, the ‘* Donegal,” as to constitute an addition to the naval 
“Cumberland,” and “ Prince of Wales,” force of the country. The suggestion 
in which the Admiralty hoped to sub-/| was that the example of Germany should 
stitute some other type of water-tube | be followed, and that she should be built 
boiler without great expense ; but, hav-/ on the lines of a first-class cruiser. Had 
ing investigated the matter and ap- | that course been followed there would 
proached the firms that are contracting | not have been so miserable a tale to unfold 
for the propelling machinery and boilers} as he would unfold to-night. Had 
for these ships, the Admiralty find they | the royal yacht been built as a man-of- 
cannot satisfy the conditions they have war, the officials with whom the building 
imposed on themselves in making the | of her was entrusted would have been 
change, and so these vessels, in order | dealing with a subject in which they had 
to avoid the postponement of the com-| had long experience, but that suggestion 
pletion of them, which would be a most | was never regarded by the Admiralty ; 
disastrous thing, have been withdrawn |it was received with something like 
from the list previously given. But I | derision. It really appeared as if the 
am glad to say we are able to eliminate | new Imperialism, then just coming to the 
from the other list the ‘‘ Hermes.” | front, had decreed that this new addition 
As the Committee knows, the “‘ Hermes ’’| to the Navy List should deliberately be 
is a ship belonging to a class of four| made useless for naval purposes. The 
fitted with Belleville boilers. She is a, money voted for the Navy should be ex- 
ship with an unfortunate career, which | pended in perfecting the efficiency of the 
has been animadverted upon more than | Navy. 
once in the House. She has returned) In the Estimates for 1897-8 there 
to this country in a condition which | were no particulars as to the total cost 
necessitated serious repairs to her boilers, | of the proposed new royal yacht. <A 
and the Admiralty has now decided sum was taken, but Mr. Goschen was 
that instead of replacing her boilers with | unable to give an approximate estimate 
a reinstallation of Belleville boilers the | of the total cost. In the following year 
boilers in her shall be removed and/ there was an Estimate, according to 
another type of boiler put in. Their} which this vessel was to cost £237,000 ; 
policy is, I believe, to adopt the Niclausse. | in the next year a final Estimate was 
There will then be the opportunity for produced of £353,000; in 1900-1 the 
a useful and scientifically accurate experi- Estimate had bounded up to £434,582, 
ment, the ‘“ Hyacinth” and the and this year the total asked for by the 
“Hermes” being built on the same} Admiralty for this ship was over half a 
lines, having similar engines, with the| million. It reminded one, in a small way, 
same calculated horse power. It is pro-| of the leaps and bounds by which the 
$2 





479 Supply— {COMMONS} Navy Estimates. 480 


Estimates for the war rose. Whetherthis { he could not say, except the Admiralty 
was a full and final Estimate he did not | as a whole. The blame that attached to 
know, but he had some impression that |the Admiralty attached to it on the 
even this £512,000 was likely to be! ground that the vessel ought to have 
exceeded. The increase of the Estimate | been built on the lines of a man-of-war, 
for the building of this ship was a reflex | and that, if not, she should have been con- 
of the career through which she had structed by persons who had had some ex- 
passed before she was fit for any service. | perience of that class of work. What 
He was unable to go into the details of | he wanted the hon. Gentleman to do was 
the history of the royal yacht, and his | to give some explanation of the present 
motion was made for the purpose of | position of the yacht, and say what more 
obtaining some information. The vessel | required to be done, if anything, and 
was, he believed, laid down in December, | generally to fill in the sketch which he 
1897, in the Pembroke Dockyard, and | had made, and tell the House something 
he believed her engines and boilers were | more about it than any hon. Member 
put on board while she was in dry dock | could pretend to know. — 
in Pembroke Dockyard, but, at all events, | His second request was of a more serious 
directly they were put on board and the | and novel character, and it was because 
vessel launched, the vessel capsized in | of its novelty that he took the responsi- 
dock, and she had been in the hands of | bility of moving the reduction. He 
the dockyard ever since. How nearly | desired to ask the hon. Gentlemen repre- 
she might now be fit for service was | senting the Admiralty if he would promise 
not within his knowledge. One minor on behalf of the Admiralty an indepen- 
detail to which he would draw attention | dent inquiry into the position of the 
because it deserved consideration was | yessel, such as would satisfy the conscience 
that the wood employed in her con- of the House and the country. They 
struction was what was called non-| were in the presence of a new problem 
inflammable ; what device was used to | jn the control of the Admiralty: the 
make it so he did not know, but it was a House of Commons had voted freely and 
total failure, and moisture was continu- | readily vast sums of money for the con- 
ally oozing from the wood, and some | struction of a vessel of a particular type, 
process had to be adopted to take out the for a particular purpose. That vessel 
moisture which had been pressed into had been a complete failure, but never 
it to render it non-inflammable. He | before had the House considered the ques- 
drew attention to that point because it | tion of what they were to do when they 
was a new experiment that was made found that the purposes for which they 
upon a vessel to be constructed for the) had voted money had not been fulfilled ; 
use of the Sovereign, and which the | that a work which they had authorised 
Government had refused to make useful | had not been done, or, if it had, had been 
for the Navy, and apparently had made done in such a manner as to show no 
useless for the purpose for which it was | result. #There had been a good deal of 
designed to serve, and no experiments | talk about the application of busines 
ought, in his opinion, to be made upon | principles to these matters, and he sug- 
such a vessel. So far as he had been | gested that, in addition to the Committee 
able to mention the facts they were not | oy Public Accounts, there ought to be 
such as to reflect credit upon the Dock-| another Committee to sit upon the 
yard authorities responsible. Estimates from an administrative point 
The two gentlemen responsible for the | of view. The House authorised before- 
Vote were, of course, perfectly free from | hand certain money to be spent in a 
all responsibility, and he had not the least | certain way. If it was not done, what 
intention of fixing upon them any respon-| remedy had they? Absolutely none. 
sibility for what had taken place in the} The Public Accounts Committee was 
past, not did he, in making the request he} the greatest and most important Com- 
was about to make, intend to blame any-| mittee which sat, but its jurisdiction 
body, because he did not know enough } was limited to matters of account, and 
about the history of the vessel,or who | if it trespassed beyond matters of account, 
was to blame for the blunders; who|the Department whose accounts it was 
was responsible for the thing going wrong | dealing with had the answer that this 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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was a matter of administration, and| Gentleman to promise that the matter 
with administration the Public Accounts | shall be made the subject of a special 
Committee had nothing whatever to|inquiry—preferably by a Select Com- 
do. Notwithstanding that, the Public} mittee of this House. We who vote the 
Accounts Committee had pronounced an | money are bound to tell our constituents 
opinion upon this maladministration, | whether it has been properly expended, 
and they desired to call attention to the | and for the purposes of such an inquiry 
fact of the expenditure on the new royal | there are upon both sides of the House 
yacht, which, up to the end of the| Members who are familiar with engin- 
financial year, had exceeded the amount) eering and shipbuilding, and in whom 
of the Estimate by £37,000. The Com-| we should have every confidence. In 
mittee then say—- | order to enforce my recommendation 
« Ag this excess is said to be mainly due to |! beg formally to move the reduction 
inexperience in building ships of this kind, | of this Vote by £1,000. 
the Committee are of opinion that work of | 
this character should not in future be under- | 
taken in His Majesty’s dockyards.” e 
| 








Motion made, and Question proposed, 
That a sum, not exceeding £5,305,500, 


Attention called to the fact that forty | be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 
Members were not present. House, Edmund Robertson.) 
counted, and forty Members being found | 
present— | Sm  FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
| (Yorkshire, Shipley) said the occasion 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (con-| of the demand so powerfully made by 
tinuing) said: The passage I have read|the hon. Member for Dundee for a 
states that this excess “is said” tobe due! special inquiry was that the royal 
to inexperience. Said to whom? Said! yacht was designed in the Admiralty, 
by whom? The evidence laid before the and that its cost had exceeded the first 
Public Accounts Committee has not yet | estimate by about 100 per cent. The 
been printed, but I am told by members| facts were comparatively simple. The 
of the Committee that this statement | yacht was designed mainly for the use 
was made by way of defence by the) of the Head of the State. The hon. 
officials responsible. That certainly was | Member opposite had said that, like the 
the main contention when this matter | “* Hohenzollern,” the yacht should have 
was first considered, and | think that I) been so constructed as to be available 
am justified in demanding not only such | for the purposes of both warfare and 
explanation as can be given now, but! pleasure. But Mr. Goschen, when intro- 
also, which is still more important, that| ducing the Estimate for the yacht, 
in view of the exceptional circumstances | stated that it was the intention of the 
of the case and the discredit which this | designer that the vessel should be cap- 
work casts upon the dockyards, we should | able of as much of the offensive and 
have a special inquiry into this matter. | defensive power of a cruiser and a scout 
For obvious reasons it cannot be a depart-| as was compatible with the pleasure 
mental inquiry. The Department itself and official purposes for which it was 
is involved, and no Departmental Com- | designed, but that its primary purpose 
mittee or Committee appointed by the | was that of a means of conveyance for the 
Department can possibly satisfy the | Sovereign. The only criticism of detail 
conscience of the House or of the country. | brought forward by the hon. Member 
If there is at all a real financial con-|on the question of its defensive and 
science in the country, I believe it will! offensive powers was with regard to the 
approve the demand I am making for | use of non-inflammable wood. But the 
an inquiry into this grave administrative | very object with which this wood was 
scandal, for there must have been not| fitted was that of defence—to prevent 
only profligate expenditure but incom- | the vessel taking fire in time of action. 
petent administration. In the face of | It was complained that a mistake had 
these facts, and in the absence of any| been made in the calculation as to the 
means whatever for placing the respon- | stability of the yacht. The vessel fulfilled 
sibility or of tracing the whole history | all the intentions of the designer except 
of this disastrous blunder, I ask the hon. in this one point. Was this the only 
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instance in which a mistake had been *Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
made in calculations in regard to ships ?| was surprised at the line taken by the 
There was not a shipbuilding yard) hon, Member for the Shipley Division. 
throughout the country in which from | The hon. Member was a clever engineer 
time to time mistakes had not been made. | and shipbuilder, and the views he had 
In this instance the mistake was dis-| expressed were not at all in keeping with 
covered in a theatrical manner, thereby | his business ability and shrewdness. He 
attracting a large amount of public hoped the Secretary to the Admiralty 
attention. The Admiralty had designed would get to the bottom of this matter 
a very large number of vessels during | of the royal yacht. What a pitiable 
the last twenty years, and the percentage | story it was; what a satire upon our 
of errors of calculation had been ex-| modern engineering and_ shipbuilding 
ceedingly small. A year or eighteen | ability. First of all, £200,000 was voted 
months ago a Departmental Committee | for the vessel. That was enough to 
was set up to inquire upon whom the| huyild a most palatial yacht at Denny’s, 
responsibility rested for this particular) Fairfield, or any other yard. Every 
mistake. No statement had ever been| year since the catastrophe to the 
made to the House as to the Report of | }oyal yacht she had been running up 
that Committee, and before he could | hundreds of thousands of pounds, until 
consent to the proposal for a Select | now there was an amount of £520,000 
Committee he would respectfully invite! put against her, and, in his opinion, 
the Secretary to the Admiralty to take | there would be more yet. That amount 
the Committee into his confidence and| would be far exceeded, and it was the 
state what was the result of that Depart- | duty of the Committee to demand from 
mental inquiry. If the result had been, | the Department an explanation of where 
as he anticipated, to exonerate the|the money had gone to and who had 
Director of Naval Construction, and to| been to blame for this tremendous 
place the responsibility upon some | blunder. This was not a personal matter 
other official, he felt sure that even | with him ; it was a national matter. If 
the hon. Member for Gateshead would be | there was a Government official in any 
pleased to find that the fault did not lie} Department who spent the nation’s 
with an officer who had designed some |money helter-skelter in this way, who 
160 or 200 ships of various classes for | produced an article which was not 
His Majesty's Government, and who | genuine or not built on scientific lines, 
had had so large a responsibility and so! no matter whether it was a gun or a 
overpowering an amount of work. / steamer, it was the duty of the Com- 
Another point of considerable importance | mittee to inquire into the matter. The 
was as to the Admiralty not having | yacht had been neither more nor less 
acted upon the recommendations of its | than a simple experiment, and he exoner- 
own Committee as regarded boilers. ated no man, whoever he might be, for 
| making so flagrant an experiment and 


Mr. KEARLEY asked, on a point of | 8° flagrant a blunder. It would not do 
| to tell the Committee that some under- 


order, whether the discussion ought | ' aU 
not to be confined to the question of the | S*tapper was to blame. If his firm made 
royal yacht. / an engine that broke down, he, as the 


| head of the concern, and not his foreman 
: uD, a, | or anyone else, was to blame and had to 

*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member | take 7 the responsibility The matter 
pepagen el has moved this reduction /must be probed to the bottom, so that 
io q reas, igang rg : 'the Committee and the country might 
“te a rene oe c wee — | know who was to blame for the design 
that alone. After that has been disposed | of the yacht and for all this additional 
of it will still be open to the hon. Member | expenditure. It was said that the chief 
to discuss other questions. ‘constructor had designed 150 or 200 


| 
| 


, 'ships. That might be, but he was afraid 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said | that they also, like the royal yacht, were 
he would defer the remainder of his | designed far too fine. These modern, 
remarks. | fashionable, fine-line cruisers could not 





Sir Fortescue Flannery. 
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carry the guns; they were all under- | reason he thought the question ought 


gunned, and simply because they were 
built on too fine lines. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY asked 
if the hon. Member would state which of 
the cruisers were under-gunned, and to 
what extent. 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN was quite | 
The | yacht worthy of the Sovereign of this 


prepared to take up the challenge. 


much-lauded * Powerful” had a dis- | country. 


to be thoroughly gone into, although 
he did not think a Committee of the 
House of Commons was the best com- 
mittee of inquiry to go into the matter. 
As regarded the royal yacht, he agreed 
with what had been said by the Member 
for the Shipley Division, that if one was 
to be made it was better that it should 
be constructed primarily to be a royal 





He thought that all practical 


placement of 14,200 tons, and the total | men would agree that it was impossible 


weight of metal or shot discharged in 
one round from her guns was 1,960 lbs. 
whereas a Japanese vessel, the ‘“‘ Asama,”’ 
built by Armstrong’s—— 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : How 
many years after the “ Powerful” was 
designed ? 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Much about 


‘the same time. 
Sirm FORTESCUE FLANNERY: No. 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : I beg pardon, 
‘That boat could steam 21 knots day in 
and day out, and she was fitted with ordi- 
nary boilers. The total weight of metal 
discharged by this cruiser was 2,400 lbs., 
while the much-lauded ‘ Powerful ”’ 
could only discharge 1,960 lbs. of metal 
in one round. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I think it would 
be better to return to the question before 
the Committee. ° 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN said the 
same weakness or fault which had 


existed in the royal yacht—namely, that 
she was too fine a ship to carry any top 
weight—was exactly the same with the 
new eruisers built lately, and that was 
why they were under-gunned and could 
not bear top weight. Parliament ought 
to know who was to blame for this 
scandalous waste of public money. He 


appealed to the House to support the 


reduction of the Vote. 


THe Eart or DALKEITH (Roxburgh) 


'to make a satisfactory combination of a 
| thoroughly good yacht and a warship of 
jany kind. If the Admiralty had to 
| undertake—as was not at all unlikely— 
| the building of a new royal yacht, he 
| hoped they would confine themselves to 
building a yacht, and not something 
|intended to be half a yacht and half a 
'eruiser. He agreed that it was a great 
mistake that this yacht should have been 
| built in a royal dockyard at all, and it 
should not have been designed by an 
| Admiralty official. It would have been 
| far better if the yacht had been designed 
_and constructed by one of the many 
private firms which were familiar with 
that class of work, and who had been able 
|to produce better work in that respect 
|than any other country in the world. 
| He hoped the Admiralty would acknow- 
| ledge that the royal yacht was a failure, 
‘and that they would ask the House to 
| provide a yacht suitable for the Sovereign, 
and that this yacht, which had not the 
_coaling capacity for a long voyage at a 
| high rate of speed, and drew too much 
water for the ordinary purposes of a 
yacht, might be used for a hospital ship 
in the Mediterranean or for some other 
purpose for which a high rate of speed 
was not required. He hoped the Admi- 
'ralty would use it for something of that 
kind, and ask the House to vote money 
for a new yacht such as would be suit- 
able for the Sovereign of this country, 
instead of one which was at present a 
laughing-stock. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I think 


| there is, after all, a great deal about this 





said there was a good deal in what the question upon which there can be no 
hon. Member had said in regard to the | difference of opinion at all. There has 
line of the royal yacht being too fine. | been a great miscalculation, great over- 
There was no doubt that the failure of | expenditure ; in fact, a great deal to be 
the royal yacht had caused a good deal | regretted. But the question is, what is 
of anxiety in the country. For this | the practical thing to be done now, 











487 {COM 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : Break her | 
up. 


Supply- - 


That is 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
not my point. Now what is the extent 
of this miscalculation? It has _ been | 


stated to be something like 100 per cent. 
upon the original Estimate. I must | 
correct that statement. To a certain | 
extent, to a considerable extent, the 
additional expense we are now asking | 
for is due to another cause. There has | 
been a contributory cause, which, I think, | 
is not likely to be discussed, and of the | 
effect of which we are not likely to com- 
plain. The fact that this yacht was 
constructed and designed for the use 
of her late Majesty led to a great amount 
of internal fitting and decoration which 
were not suitable for the use of his 
present Majesty. There is a considerable 
alteration going on now as a direct result 
in consequence. I do not disguise from 
myself or from the Committee that a very , 
large part of this extra cost is due to 
miscalculations in the original designs of 
the yacht. As to who is responsible 
there can be only one reply. The Admi- 
ralty and the Chief Constructor to the 
Admiralty are responsible for the designs | 
of all the King’s ships, and the respon- 
sibility must lie with the very competent | 
designer who has done so much to 
strengthen the Navy. I believe he is 
prepared to take the responsibility of | 
the miscalculation, which must be a 
very grievous sorrow and burden to him. 
I do not think that very much will be 
gained by enlarging upon it. When I 
am told, however, that the yacht in its 
present condition is only fit to be broken | 
up, I must enter my demur. That is not 
the case. The yacht is now in an abso- 
lutely perfect state. There is no doubt 
that the yacht is absolutely stable, and | 
can be trusted to go to sea under any | 
circumstances. There is no doubt, also, 
that the suggestion which has been 
made that the yacht can only be rele- | 
gated to purposes where no speed is | 
required is an entire misstatement. 
The yacht can go over nineteen knots. 


THe Eart or DALKEITH: For | 


how long ? | 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 


luxurious 
| I believe, well suited for the purpose for 


‘of a vessel of this kind to the 
'dockyards, 


‘the responsibility for which lies 





MONS} 
THE Eart oF DALKEITH: How far ¥ 


Navy Estimates. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is. 
a question which I am not prepared to 
answer. Although we have had to. 
spend a great deal of money upon this 
vessel, she is now a seaworthy boat, and 
in a very short time she will be a very 
and well-fitted boat, and, 


which she was designed. When my 


‘hon. friend says that it was a mistake 


in judgment to relegate the construction 
royal, 
I cannot honestly say that 
I differ very much from him. I believe 
that it would have been better—it is 
easy to be wise after the event—if she 


‘had been specialised at the commence- 


ment and entrusted to some great ship- 
building firm which has made a European 


| or world-wide reputation in the construc- 


of luxurious vessels. As to the: 
desirability of making this vessel a 
warship first and a yacht afterwards. 
I do not agree with the views which 
have been expressed. That matter was 
gone into when the first idea of the yacht 
was proposed. I quite agree that money 


tion 


has been spent needlessly in doing work 


that ought not to have deen done. and 
in repairing errors which ought not to, 
have been committed. It is now pro- 
posed to ask for a Committee of Inquiry 
into the matter. It is not desirable 


| to relieve the Admiralty of their respon- 
| sibility ; 


and, therefore, I cannot agree 
with the appointment of any Com- 
mittee. We do not propose to ask a 
Committee of this House to inquire 
into the matter. If the functions of the 


| Public Accounts Committee are so large 


as the hon. Member for Dundee has 
suggested, it is not advisable to enlarge: 
them by charging that Committee with 
the duty of inquiring into this matter, 
with 
am not prepared 


the Admiralty. 1 


'to assent to the appointment of a Com-- 


mittee which will deprive the Admiralty 
of its responsibility in such matters. and 
until we have received some definite 
instruction from this House—— 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: 1 


She has | suggested an independent inquiry. | 


run at that speed as far as her coal would , admitted that the House was rather 


earry her. 





‘against that kind 


What, L 


of thing. 
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wanted was the appointment of an 
independent Committee. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: [i still 
maintain that it is not desirable to relieve 
the Admiralty of their responsibilty. 
Therefore, I cannot agree to the appoint- 
ment of any independent body to usurp 


the functions of the Admiralty in this | 


matter, and I hope the Committee will 


not consent to the Amendment moved | 
Dundee. | 


by the hon. Member for 
Nothing would be gained by it. This 
expenditure will not be curtailed, and 
it will not be saved. I have admitted, 


as 1 am bound to admit, that these mis- | 


fortunes have occurred, and we all regret 
them, but they are irreparable, and | 


can see no good purpose that will be, 
served by accepting the Amendment. | 


We must be content to accept the facts 
as they are. 


Sr JAMES JOICEY 


speech of the Secretary to the Admiralty 
that there were many points with regard 
to the royal yacht upon which they 
were allagreed. Nevertheless, he thought 
that neither the hon. Member who) 
had replied for the Admiralty nor the 
noble Lord who preceded him had quite | 
realised the importance of this subject. 


This question of the royal yacht had) 
| had been lowered, her funnels had been 


created very great interest throughout 
the country, and more particularly in 
the shipbuilding districts. 


Government upon this question that 
there was a much greater anxiety in 
regard to the royal yacht than he seemed 
to realise. That anxiety was not caused 
by the fact that the royal yacht was not 
a suitable ship, but because it had been 
designed under the superintendence of a 
gentleman who had complete control of 
the designing of all our warships. 
What the country felt was that if a mis- 
take like this or a miscalculation had 
been made with regard to the royal 
yacht, it was quite possible that a similar 


{14 JuNE 1901} 


(Chester-le- | 
Street) said he was glad to find from the | 


He assured | 
the hon. Member who represented the | 


Navy Estimates. 490% 
| Therefore he did know something about 
the subject. Every ship which had beer. 
| built for him had been engined in the 
| river, and in every instance when the 
|engines had been put in his steamers 
|had been found to be perfectly stable. 
| He hoped the hon. Member would not con- 
sider that they were dealing with this as 
a party question. His anxiety for the 
welfare of the Navy was as great as that 
of anybody else. What he wanted to 
call the attention of the Government to 
was this—that there was great anxiety 
in the country on this subject, and that 
it would be very much better if they con- 
sented to an independent and impartial 
inquiry to satisfy the public feeling. He 
did not wish to score a point over His 
Majesty's Government or the Chief Con- 
structor to the Navy, but he wanted to 
satisfy public feeling in the matter and 
_remove their doubts as to whether the 
| warships would fulfil the purposes for 
which they were built. Their experience: 
in regard to this royal yacht was unique 
in the shipbuilding history of this 
country, and he questioned whether 
there was ever a case anything like it 
before. Notwithstanding the assurances 
of the Secretary to the Admiralty as to 
the seaworthiness of this ship, if what he 
had heard was true, he was not satisfied 
that she would prove seaworthy in case 
of astorm atsea. The masts of the yacht 


cut down, the houses on the deck had 
been taken away, and a large amount of 
pig-iron had been put in to keep her 
steady ; and, notwithstanding the hon. 
Gentleman’s assurances as to her sea- 
worthiness, as a loyal subject of the King 
he hoped His Majesty would not go to 
sea in her. They had much _ better 
| break up the yacht and spend another 
| £209,000 to build a new ship. He 
‘thought that course would be far more 
satisfactory to the country and also to. 
His Majesty. He hoped that the Govern- 
ment would take this matter into their 
serious consideration. He had made 
many mistakes in his time, like other 





mistake or miscalculation might be made | people. [Ministerial cries of “ No, no.”] 


with regard to some of our warships. 
He did not pretend to be such an expert 


He was quite frank about his mistakes, 
and hon. Members opposite evidently 
were not, but whenever he had made a. 





upon shipbuilding as the hon. Member 
for Shipley, but he owned thirty steamers, 
and he had had the honour of giving a 
good many orders for them himself. 


‘ 


mistake he had always done his utmost. 
to rectify it. He would seriously reeom-- 
mend the Government to cons 
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whether it would not be more satisfactory 
to dispose of this yacht and to build a new 
one. He was anxious to know who was 
responsible for the miscalculations that 
had been made. He quite agreed that 
if His Majesty had given a commission 
to any shipbuilder on the Clyde or the 
Wear they would have built a yacht 
which would have been satisfactory, 
most certainly for £250,000 ; and he was 
certain that if such a ship, when launched, 
would not stand upright the Govern- 
ment would have refused to take her 
over. When a blunder was made in the 
Army a court of inquiry was held, as in 
Sir Henry Colvile’s case, and the officer 
was condemned ; and, whether the mis- 
«<alculations that had been made were 
due to negligence or incompetence, the 
person who made them was equally 
culpable and should be called to account. 
He confessed that he looked upon this 
matter as much more serious than some 
hon. Members were inclined to regard it. 
The country were watching very closely 
the action of the Government, and they 
would not be satisfied with a 
departmental inquiry. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth) said that most of the hon. | 


Members who had addressed the House | 


were experts upon shipbuilding. He 


had had the advantage of paying fre- | 
quent visits to the yacht under discussion, | 
and had taken pains to inform himself | 


as to the actual position of matters in 
connection with the subject under dis- 
cussion. 


as a layman, it seemed to him that this 


yacht was a most remarkable vessel, | 
unlike any other vessel, and he under- | 


stood that the reason was that she was 
designed for a royal yacht. It seemed 
to him that the designer of the yacht 
thought he was producing one_ best 
fitted for the purpose, and that he was 
perfectly justified in making the experi- 
ment he did. If the plan he hit upon 
had not been wholly satisfactory he was 
perfectly justified by the circumstances 
under which he was working. He was 
informed that the use of non-inflammable 
wood had been an undoubted failure, 
but he was also told that the fault, on 
being discovered, had been to a great 
extent remedied. It might be said that 


Sir James Joicey. 
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mere | 


He did not profess to be an | 
expert on yacht building, but, speaking | 
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the country was very indignant because 
of the money that had been spent on the 
yacht, but when a vessel like this was 
being built they could not be certain 
beforehand that the experiment would 
be a success. The criticism and con- 
tinual abuse levelled against the designer, 
the Admiralty, and the Government 
|were a little intemperate, and he was 
prepared in the circumstances to support 
the Government. 





*Sir EDWARD REED (Cardiff) said 
the motion of his hon. friend rested, as 
| he understood, upon two grounds— 
firstly, that a great mistake had been 
made in the Admiralty Office, and, 
secondly, that a very large expenditure 
had been incurred in excess of the Esti- 
mates and without the authority of this 
House. Even the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty admitted these propositions—firstly, 
that a grave error had been made in the 
design of the yacht, and, secondly, that the 
expenditure was much more than double 
| what was originally estimated had to be 
laid out upon her in the dockyard. These 
two points seemed to be entirely different. 
As to the design, he was obliged to 
separate himself from those who thought 
it was necessarily an error to design a 
royal yacht and build her in His Majesty’s 
dockyards. He had not the smallest 
doubt that the constructive department 
of the Admiralty was perfectly com- 
petent to design any class of vessel, and 
he saw no error in committing the design 
| to them originally, nor any error in com- 
mitting the building of her to the royal 
dockyards. Indeed, there were some 
| advantages. Those who knew some- 
thing about these matters had often 
great grounds for complaint against the 
Admiralty that, after having entered 
into contracts for the building of His 
Majesty’s ships, a great number of altera- 
tions were made and great expense in- 
curred, and great niggardliness shown 
as regards the expense so incurred. 
Here was the case of a vessel that was 
peculiarly liable to have to undergo 
many at least minor alterations and 
modifications, for the reason that the 
vessel was to fulfil the requirements of 
| her late gracious Majesty, and it was not 
to be expected that either her late 
Majesty or his present Majesty could 
settle everything designed for their 
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dignified use or entirely grasp drawings 
and specifications. 
times had undertaken to build vessels 
from designs and specifications which 
were to them incomprehensible. He 
thought that was a fair and natural reason 


why this vessel should be built under con- | 


ditions in which there would be more 


elasticity of construction and arrange- | 
ment than ordinarily, and that was the | 


ground, and the only ground, on which 


built in a Royal dockyard. At the same 
time, looking to the fact that the royal 
dockyards had been for some years past 
jull to overflowing with work on battle- 


ships and cruisers, it might have been | 


wiser to have called upon the great 
private firms of the country, who were 
well competent and practised in the 
designing of such ships, to deal with 
the matter. But he had no blame to 
throw upon the Admiralty, for the 
reason he had stated. As to the question 
of the error in the design, he did not 
wish to lay any stress upon it, and, 
indeed, he should have hardly men- 
tioned it, but the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty seemed to recognise no responsi- 
bilitv in the Admiralty or in this House 
for a matter of the kind. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I said the 
exact contrary. I said the Admiralty 
was wholly responsible. 


*Stir EDWARD REED said the hon. 
Gentleman desired to preserve the re- 
sponsibility of the Admiralty by denying 
all responsibility to the House. The 
hon. Gentleman spoke of the responsi- 
bility of the Admiralty, and advised the 
House not to take any part of that 
responsibility off the Admiralty by 
instituting an independent inquiry. He 
was very sorry indeed that a man of such 
great ability and experience as his friend 
Sir William White should have met with 
this calamity. No designer, no matter 
how able, was free from an error of this 
kind creeping into his design; and if 
any reproach could be levelled against 
Sir William White at all, it was for having 
undertaken a work which he might very 
well have passed on to a private firm. 


{14 June 1901} 


Even builders some-| 


1 on this vessel. 


An accident of this sort would occur | 


sometimes in calculation. He had him- 
self known an accident occur in this way. 


| 
| 


| two. 
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the detailed weights of some parts of the 
structure or machinery had forgotten 
to multiply something on one side by 
It was very difficult in a case like 
that for the chief designer and the re- 
sponsible head to detect it if it did 
not cover a very large amount of 
ground. In this particular case what 
happened, he believed, was this. The 
vessel was to be provided with very 


,ample deck accommodation, with. very 
he rested his approval of the vessel being | 


| and 


ample deckhouses, with elevated bridges, 
with many things tending to 
greatly raise the centre of gravity. 
These weights were estimated before the 
design was settled but, as it happened, 
unfortunately they were under-estimated. 
He had no specific authority for stating, 
but he believed it was true, that Sir 
William White himself had no conception 


,of any oversight having been com- 


mitted in the vessel until she actually 
capsized in the dockyard. That was 
the first intimation he had of any defect, 
and an overwhelming blow it must have 
been. He came now to the second point, 
and he must say that he went entirely 


with his hon. friend who moved the 
Amendment. This House, feeling its 


responsibility to the country in connec: 
tion with the expenditure of public 
money, assented to an outlay of £237,000 
for a royal yacht, but since the accident 
happened the Admiralty had gone 
ahead lavishing expenditure on this 
vessel without the smallest respect for 


the responsibility of the House. The 
appalling figure now reached was 
£512,000 for the vessel. His hon. 


friend did not come with a savage, 
vindictive motion, calculated to greatly 
stigmatise and injure the Government. 


| No, he came with an Amendment so 


moderate and so small that it was 
difficult to understand how any respon- 
sible Member of the House could escape 
voting for it. He did not suppose that 
the Government would accept the 
Amendment, but why they should 
oppose it he did not know. The Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty had given no 
explanation of the course of proceedings 
Here he would make an 
admission of sympathy with the Govern- 
ment. They all knew since the decease 
of the late Sovereign that this vessel 


was bound to undergo large changes in 


Some negligent draughtsman calculating | accommodation to adapt it to the uses 
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of His Majesty the King, and if the 
Secretary to the Admiralty had come to 
the Committee with a separate Estimate 
for that, in view of the new circum- 
stances and conditions, he believed they 
would have passed the Vote without 
the slightest demur. We had this 
expenditure, which already amounted 
to £512,000, still going on, and if the 
deplorable vaticinations of the hon. | 
Member for Gateshead should prove | 
correct, the amount would be much | 
larger. He would support the Amend- | 
ment, with the conviction that he was | 
performing a reasonable public duty. 


Supply— 





THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | 
E.): I agree with a good deal of what | 
the hon. Member for Cardiff said in his | 
speech. There has been no attempt on | 
the part of the Government to repudiate 
their responsibility—of course the Govern- | 
ment must be responsible for what | 
takes place in the Admiralty—or to | 
minimise the fact that there has been a | 
great error in the construction of this | 
vessel. It is admitted absolutely. One | 
hon. Gentleman has said that there ought | 
to be an inquiry. Well, the facts are not | 
in doubt. The object of an inquiry is to | 
see which of two sides in a matter on which | 
there is a dispute is in the right. There is | 
really no dispute in this case. The error 
is admitted in the frankest and fullest 
way by my hon. friend who represents 
the Admiralty in this House. Why 
there should be an inquiry, and what 
kind of an inquiry it should be, I really 
know not, for we have never attempted 
in the smallest degree to represent that | 
there has not been an error, or to deny | 
the fact that the error has cost the | 
country a great deal more money in | 
connection with the construction of the | 
royal yacht than was at one time 
anticipated. So much for the inquiry. 
On that matter I am not in agreement 
with the hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down, but I am entirely in agree- 
ment with what has fallen from him 
with regard to Sir William White, the 
distinguished gentleman who has been 
responsible for the designs of this yacht, 
as for so many of the finest ships of war 
afloat in the world. I did not hear 
the statement myself, but I understand 
that one hon. Gentleman opposite sug- 


| 
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gested the propriety of turning Sir W, 
White out of the public service. [Opposi- 
tion cries of “ No, no,” and Ministerial 
cries of “‘ Joicey.”] As the hon. Gentle- 
man is not present I do not wish to 
press the matter, but I am informed that 
he said that if he had been served in 
that way he would have turned the 
gentleman who had so served him out of. 
his service. 


Navy Estimates. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
the statement was not made in reference 
to Sir W. White. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
it was made with regard to the technical 
adviser responsible for the mistake. 
That technical adviser is Sir W. White, 
and under these circumstances I am 
right in saying it has been suggested 
that he should be turned out of the 
public service. Let me tell the House 
why we do not pretend, any more than 
Sir W. White himself would pretend, 
to defend what has occurred with regard. 
to the royal yacht. Sir W. White is a 
man who has done more to revolutionise 
naval construction in this country and 
other countries than any man now 
living. He entered the public service 
of this country at a pecuniary loss to 
himself, and since he entered that service 
he has done admirable public work, of 
which this House and the country ought 
to be, and I believe are, gratefully aware. 
I am sure the hon. Gentleman opposite 
will associate himself with me in saying 
that he has done work which has earned 
the admiration of the world and the 
gratitude of his countrymen. Under 

hese circumstances I think we ought not 
to weigh upon a single mistake made in a 
brilliant career. I do not know who of 
us is sufficiently proud of himself to think 
that he has not made a great mistake in 
his career. Few of us have had such 
a career as Sir W. White has had as 
regards the public benefit he has given 
to his country. It is a cruel injustice to 
a great public servant that any man 
should dwell upon this single error and 
regard it as casting a shadow over a life 
such as Sir W. White has lived. 


Srr JAMES JOICEY (who had re- 
turned to the House): I understand 
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that the right hon. Gentleman has been 
alluding to me. I should like to make 
it clear what I did say. I said that if any 
large employer had had in his service any 

erson who had committed a great 
blunder entailing such serious conse- 
quences, he would not have kept him in 
his employment twenty-four hours. I 
was not alluding to any particular person. 
We are asking for a Committee of Inquiry. 
I certainly did not say it was Sir W. 
White. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I frankly 
admit that I think better of large em- 
ployers than to believe that such is the 
case. I do not believe that a large em- 
ployer who had under him a technical 
adviser who for ten, fifteen, or twenty 
years had done him brilliant service, 
and had given his firm its position among 
the firms of the world, would in conse- 
quence of a single blunder act in that 
way. The hon. Member for Cardiff 
explained what I am sure the House is 
ready to accept from him, and not from 
him alone, but from all those who have 
had official connection with Sir W. White, 
the statement of the debt of gratitude 


this country owes him, and the further | 


statement that we do not think a great 
record of public service ought to be 
seriously discounted on account of a 
single error. Having said that, I may 
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| because he had been more distinctly and 
personally associated with Sir W. White 
than the First Lord of the Treasury 
could possibly have been. He adopted 
every word which the right hon. Gentle- 
| man had said in praise of Sir W. White ; 
| but he did not adopt the fixing of responsi- 
| bility on Sir W. White, and he refused to 
_aecept the theory that Sir W. White was 
responsible for this miscalculation. Sir 
W. White’s responsibility was no more 
than that of the Admiralty. He would 
most willingly have withdrawn his 
Amendment had there been any approxi- 
mation by the representative of the 
Admiralty to an independent inquiry, 
but that not having been done, he must 
press his Amendment to a division. 
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Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said that 
the hon. Member for Dundee in intro- 
ducing his Amendment had laid special 
stress on what he described as a rather 
remarkable sentence inthe Report of the 
Public Accounts Committee with refer- 
ence to the royal yacht. He was not 
| sure if it had not even been hinted in the 
|debate that that Committee had gone 
_ out of its province in making the sugges- 
tion to the Admiralty as conveyed in 
'that sentence. As a member of that 
Committee he would like to say that they 
' would not have put that sentence into 
|their Report, which they had done 





venture to appeal to the Committee upon unanimously, had it not been for the 
a point connected with the conduct of the | evidence submitted to them that the 
debate on this Vote. The royal yacht | error in regard to the cost of the royal 
is undoubtedly an important question. | yacht was due to the inexperience of the 
Ido not wish to minimise it, but I would | Admiralty in the construction of vessels 
respectfully suggest that we should come | of that description. The Public Accounts 
to a decision on this Amendment rapidly, | Committee were aware that this was not 
because there are larger issues still to be | the first instance in which the House of 
discussed which do deserve and require Commons had been induced to embark 





the attention of the Committee. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON hoped 
the Committee would permit him to say 
a few words in answer to the First Lord 
of the Treasury. He must protest 
against the right hon. Gentleman having 
sought to turn this question of the con- 
trol of expenditure into one of the per- 
sonal responsibility of Sir W. White. 
The right hon. Gentleman had not been 
present during nine-tenths of the debate, 
and he (Mr. Robertson) had a better 
right than the right hon. Gentleman to 


‘peak in praise of Sir William White, 


'on expenditure on the understanding 
|that a certain sum of money would be 
| required for a certain purpose, while 
|subsequent years had shown that the 
/amount required was far in excess of 
| that first asked for. That practice had 
| become a very serious thing indeed, 
| He would briefly recapitulate the facts. 
When the subject of the royal yacht was 
first brought before the House it was 
stated that £237,000 would be required, 
as a rough estimate, for the yacht. 
Then, when details were prepared, in- 
cluding the sums for labour, material, 
ete., that sum, based on definite calcula- 
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tions, was raised to £353,000. It had 
been suggested that the alterations to the | 
royal yacht were necessary because of | 
the lamented death of the late Sovereign, | 
and the accession of the King; but he 
would point out that last year’s Estimates | 
had shown a substantial increase on! 
the previous year’s Estimates in regard 
to this yacht, and that could not possibly 
have been due to the death of Queen Vic- 
toria. The Estimate had increased from 
£353,000 to £450,000. That was a very 
serious increase indeed. Now, this year 
they were asked for £512,000 for a yacht 
which was originally estimated would 
cost £237,000. That was a serious point, 
and a high principle was involved in it. 
He did not imply for one moment that 
the whole blame was due to Sir W. White; 
indeed that question was never raised in 
the Public Accounts Committee. It 
had simply been stated that the mistake 
was due to inexperience in the building 
of ships of that kind by the Admiralty. 
But surely there was very good cause 
why the question should be raised in 
all seriousness in the House, and an 
inquiry be made. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.) said that 
vear after year the increase on the Esti- 
mates had been piled up, and as a rule the 
only attack against these ever-recurring 
increases had been made from the Irish 
benches. He was not at all surprised 
that the Leader of the House was anxious ) 
to get away from the tight corner in 
which he found himself that night. 
This was only an instance of the condition 
into which the Government had got the 
finances of the country ; but they seemed 
prepared to defend any extravagant | 
expenditure so long as they had a 
majority behind them to swallow it. | 
Hon. Members on these benches. however, | 
were not in the habit of taking for granted 
that everything the Government said or | 
did was right. If anybody was to blame 
for reflecting upon Sir W. White in this | 
particular instance, he thought it was 
those hon. Gentlemen who were inclined | 
to closure the debate. He might say that | 
the reflection upon Sir W. White would | 
be far more severe in the country than 
anything that had been said in the House. 
What he wanted was to saddle the blame 
for this gross blunder on the right) 
shoulders. How expert the construc- | 


Mr. Goddard. : 
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tors of the Admiralty must be, when they 
could scarcely read the drawings which 
were placed before them! He had him- 
self seen drawings which the gentle- 
men who made them could not them- 
selves interpret. Time after time altera- 
tions in the designs were made, and the 
result was that private firms dreaded 
to take work from the Admiralty. He 
knew of a case of a small boat in which, 
on account of these mistakes, the con- 
tractors were £4,000 out of pocket. He 
did not believe the Government would 
realise the position in which they stood 
with regard to the Navy until the Fleet 
had been subjected to a strain similar 
to that which the Army had been and 
was still undergoing. This yacht was 
an object-lesson. If in connection with 
a vessel of such supreme importance— 
for it was for the conveyance of their 
Sovereign—these things happened, it 
was not an extravagant supposition to 
assume that many of the other vessels con- 
structed under the same authorities 
would, if properly tested, be found to be 
equally defective. 


Mr. KEARLEY asked whether it was 
a fact that, before this accident occurred, 
an Admiralty official went down to 
Pembroke Dockyard to check the final 
draught and trim of the ship, and that 
after his examination he reported to the 
Admiralty that everything was. satis- 
factory. A rumour to that effect had 
been going about for some time, and if 
it was well-founded it placed a very 
direct responsibility upon the shoulders 
of the Admiralty. He regretted that 
the name of Sir W. White had been 
imported into the discussion, because 


| they all knew what a very able man he 


was, and what a serious blow it had 
been to him that this misfortune had 
occurred. If an inquiry was held he 
had no doubt that it would be shown 


‘that Sir W. White was not the official 


in fault, although in his official capacity 
he took the responsibility upon himself. 
It was an open secret that the really 
responsible person was a man no longer 
in the employ of the Admiralty. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY asked whether 
it was a fact that the official who had 
been found to be responsible for this 
miscalculation was no longer in the 





500» 





501 


empl 
repea 
in tl 
been 
yacht 
in he 
true | 
than 





*MR 
stood 
for I 
made 
Admi 
the v 
were 

weigh 
very 

was q 
made 
error 
the di 
weigh 
was, 

made 
the ve 


Mr. 
hon. | 
which 
he cor 
would 
on th 
that tl] 
serious 
discove 
worthy 
many 
had b 
schedul 
sideligh 
cisely 1 
been u 
procedt 
throug] 
would 
date or 
inspecte 


SIR . 
First L 
an atta 
his spee 
that the 
was no 
the A 
whether 
whether 











00 


cy 
ch 
n- 
le- 


ra- 
he 
ed 
Te 


n- 
Te 
ld 
od 
et 
ar 
ad 


as 


he 
id 
id 
he 
mn 
al 
ty 
If. 


er 


er 
ad 


is 











501 Supply—- {14 JunE 1901} Navy Estimates. 504; 


employment of the Admiralty. He also | pig-iron on board the vessel as ballast, 
repeated the inquiry he had made earlier | and whether she was not two feet deeper 
in the evening, but which had not than she was intended by her designer. 
been answered, as to whether the royal | 
yacht had a large quantity of pig-iron’ *\fp~ ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
in ag ey apn and vio son WAS could not give the date asked for by 
true tha desi nx coher mes be | the hon. Member for Devonport, but 
than her designer intended her to be. if a question were put down he wouia 
2 ey certainly reply to it. The hon. Member 
* FB 1 7 - " » 4 
tins in tam coaneten Seer ee whether any person had been 
ior Devonport, that the survey was 
made in the ordinary course by the, 
Admiralty officials at the launching of 
the vessel, before any of the weights 
were added. It appeared that the top- 
weights of a vessel were those which 
very largely affected its stability. It 
was quite possible for a survey to be) Mr. KEARLEY said he did not assert 
made of a vessel externally without any that the official had been discharged. 
error being detected if the error was in 
the distribution and calculation of the’ *\fp) ARNOLD-l'ORSTER said that 
age during pec aa The fact | he believed the drafting staff remained 
was, however, thal the survey Wasithe same, with the exception of one 
made before the weights were put on member, who left on his own accord 
the vessel. 'to take other employment. The hon. 
Me. KEARLEY asked whether tl ‘Member for Devonport had rebuked 
aa rene asked whether the him for bringing in the name of Sir 
ont ae ee ee = |e White, but he had no option 
ae og i eg eg lettre en 
aa aw Proxaaiiee ©; in as Chief Constructor of the Navy, 
pete Fae i r oe aout , se ~4 conn — . ser sere 
a ee. J, |The hon. Member also asked whether 
that the checking operation was a very the vessel exceeded her draft. She did 
serious one, but yet it was not then | exceed her draft when first launched. 
discovered whether the vessel was sea- but had since been readjusted, and the 
worthy hahoage Sethi told that | extremely heavy fittings had been re- 
Sk” be the _—" a = po ae : ' moved in order to bring her back to her 
ad been made to the dockyard | geg-soing trim. 
scheduled pattern. For instance, the! _ 
sidelights weighed 34 ewts. each, = ae at tS er 
delights weighed 34 ewts. each, pre} o JAMES JOICEY said he had 
cisely the same weight as would have} : 
, ; eee _, |asked the hon. Member whether it was 
been used for a battleship, and that | ick hi seeamal uaa te Fs 
procedure was adopted all the way | Figatn “3 wigs d eat code 
through. If he put down a question, | eo Pos “ horns age . a aa . 
would the hon. Gentleman give the |S ccioner oa a niagi Ny —— 
date on which the vessel was officially | C®S!8ne? 'ven tii 


inspected ? | 


discharged on account of the error. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said what he 
asked was whether the official respon- 
sible was now in the employment of the 
Admiralty. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said that the | the pig-iron had been placed on board 
First Lord of the Treasury had made | the vessel to bring her down to her load- 
an attack on him for one statement in | line when she was brought from Pem- 
his speech. His hon. friend had stated broke to Portsmouth. The whole of the 
that the official responsible in the matter | Weights had been readjusted, and she 
was not now in the employment of | WS Now ballasted in the ordinary way. 
the Admiralty. He again asked She had now the designed draft. 
whether that was the case or not ; also 
whether there was a large amount of | 





Question put. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 110 ; 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. { 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Kt. Hon. A.J.(Manceh’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds | 
Balfour,MajKR(Christchurch | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach,Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
‘Carlile, William Walter 


| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
| Hayden, John Patrick 


| M‘Govern, T. 
Minch, Matthew 
| Mooney, John J. 


| O’Brien, Kendal(T’ 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Ti 


| Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


{COMMONS} 
Noes, 182. 


AYES. 


| Gilhooly, James 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 


| Joicey, Sir James ‘ 
| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel 


| Murnaghan, George 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Norman, Henry | 
erry, Mid | 
ilkenny) 
rary, N.) | 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. | 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.)! 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | 
O’Dowd, John 


O’Brien, Patrick ( 


NOES. 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
|\Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W(Derbyshire | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 


| Chapman, Edward 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 


, Cox, Irwin EdwardBainbridge | 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 


| Dimsdale, SirJosephCockfield 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
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O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly ,James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 


| Partington, Oswald 
| Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


Pirie, Dnnean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reed, Sir E. James (Cardiff) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Spencer,Rt HnCR(Northants. 


Stevenson, Franeis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, O. (Merioneth) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. M‘Arthur and Mr. 
Causton. 


Duke, Henry Edward 

Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


| Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 


| Galloway, William Johnson 


Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 


| Gore,HnG.R.COrmsby-(Salop 


Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Green, Walford D.(Wedn’sbury 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, kt. HnLordG(Mid’x 


Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’ry 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
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Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath,James(Staffords.N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hogg, Lindsa 

Hope,J. F(Shettield, Brightside 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham 
Leeyge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. HLB.(Cambs. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Milton, Viscount 


{14 June 1901} 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Marray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington 
Penn, John 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkineton, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tatelitfe, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
{enshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
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Sadler,Col.Samuel Alexan der 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. Win. Hall 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Chas. Aleernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson J. W.(Worcestersh.N. ) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyhie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Re. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS: FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Original Question again proposed. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that he 
did not know whether all the Members 
of the Committee now were 
what had occurred during 
the evening. He did not want to blame 
anyone in particular, and probably if he 


present 


aware of 


went into that question the blame would 
have to be distributed. [or five or six 
years it had been the custom to discuss 
the shipbuilding programme of the 
Government late in the session, and the 
representative of the Admiralty took an 
opportunity in June or July of making 
a statement on the subject. That night 


the Vote for the personnel of the Navy | 


was taken first. which was unusual in 


recent years, and he was quite unaware | 
‘could not be given. 


that it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to bring forward the personnel | 
Vote before the materiel Vote. When 
it was found that that was the intention | 
of the Government, it would be admitted | 
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that hon. Members interested in the 
personnel Vote did everything in their 
power to shorten the discussion, with 
the result that in a short time a sum of 
two anda half millions was voted. Then 
an Amendment, no doubt of an import 
ant character, was moved, and that 
occupied the remainder of the evening. 
He had certainly expected that the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty would make a 


| general statement, as was the practice 


of Mr. Goschen when he was First Lord 
of the Admiralty ; but he did not, and 
the Committee passed at once to the 
Amendment. The Committee had never 
been asked to consent to a Shipbuilding 
Vote without full information as to the 
character of the ships being supplied, 
or else reasons why that information 
That had been the 
invariable custom, and _ therefore it 
seemed to him impossible that the Govern- 
ment should get the whole Vote that 
night. It was the duty of the Govern- 


‘ 
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ment to give the Committee another 
opportunity of discussing the matériel 
Vote, as they had not had the oppor- 
tunity which had always been given 
on previous occasions. 


Adjournment of 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER | said he 
must really decline to take the blame for 
what had occurred. No one regretted 
more than he did that the Committee 
had been unable to discuss the Ship- 
building Vote in detail. He had con- 
sulted with the late Secretary tothe Ad- 
miralty opposite, and fell in with the 
arrangement he suggested. The discus- 
sion on the first Vote was completed in half 
an hour, and certainly it was not his fault 
that the remaining questions, of very 
great interest, had not been proceeded 
with. Instead of that, the whole of the 
evening had been spent in discussing 
a matter of secondary importance, for 
which he was not prepared to take the 
blame on himself. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he did 
not put it down to the fault of the hon. 
Gentleman, except that he might have 
made a statement at the commencement 
of the discussion made 
last vear. 


such as was 


Mr. KEARLEY said that the effective 
point was, whether another day would be 
given tor the would 
remind the Leader of the House that the 


discussion. He 


debate did not commence until a quarter 
to eight o'clock, and that therefore they 
were not asking anything unreasonable 
when they asked for another day in 
which to discuss these great naval Esti- 
mates. The country would be very 
much disappointed if the Vote were now 
closed, and he was sure the right hon. 
Gentleman would not attempt any such 
course. Perhaps the right hon. Gentle- 
man would kindly inform the Com- 
mittee when the next opportunity would 
be given. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: All that the 


Leader of the [louse ean do is to do his 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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| best to distribute the time given to Supply 

so as to suit the convenience of Members, 
and the public service. If unofficial 
Members expend on two consecutive 
days several hours in discussing motions 
for the adjournment, and if when Supply 
is brought on Members will insist in 
discussing matters which, however im- 
portant, are still of secondary importance, 
the blame does not rest with me. I do my 
best, sometimes by moving the closure, 
sometimes by other means, to try and 
direct discussion into the proper channels, 
but my power in this respect is limited, 
and it must rest with the House itself 
to determine in the main how the 
allotted days should be disposed of. 


Sin CHARLES DILKE moved _ to 


report progress. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That 
the Chairman do report progress; and 
ask leave to sit again ’—(Sir Charles 
Dilke), put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported upon Mon- 
day next ; Committee also report  pro- 
to sit again upon Monday next. 


gress ; 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 

Mr. CAUTLEY Mr. No.an, the 

Tellers in the Aye Division Lobby in the 


and 


division on the question on the Amend- 
ment to the Second Reading of the Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Hous- 
ing of Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill, 
came to the Table, and stated that they 
had erroneously reported the number 
of the Ayes as 307, instead of 296, which 
was the proper number. 


Mr. SpEAKER directed the Clerk to 
correct the said error by stating the 
number of the Aves in that division as 
296, instead of 307. 


Adjourned at three minutes after 
Twelve of the clock until 
Monday next. 
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509 Private Pill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Monday, 17th June, 1901. 


{17 JUNE 


VISCOUNT BARRINGTON. 

Report made from the Lord Chan- 
cellor, that the right of Walter Bulkeley, 
Viscount Barrington, to vote at the | 
elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland has been established to the satis- | 
faction of the Lord Chancellor ; read, | 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


BILL BUSINESS. | 


PRIVATE 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | 
from the Examiners that the Standing | a 
Orders applicable to the following Eills | 
have been complied with :— 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders | 
Confirmation (No. 3) [H.L.]; 
Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 2); 
Electric Lighting Provisional Order: 
(No. 3); | 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | 
(No. 4); | 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5); 
Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 2). 


Also the Certificates that no furthe: (0 
Standing Orders are app'icable to the | 


following Bills :— 


oO 
oD 


| 
Commons Regulation and Inclosuri | 
(Skipworth) Provisional Order ; 
Local Government Provisional Orde: | 
(Gas) ; 
Metropolitan Common Scheme(Orping- 
ton) Provisional Order. 


And also the Certificates that th: 
further Standing Orders applicable t 
the following Bills have been compliec 
with :— 


Cambrian Railways ; | 
Blackpool Improvement ; | 
Bradtord Corporation ; 
Bury Corporation ; 
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London County Council (Tramways 
and Street Widenings) ; 

Metropolitan Railway ; 

Shireoaks, Laughton, 
Railway ; 

West Cumberland Electric Tramways ; 

Dublin Corporation (Markets, etc.) ; 

Mond Gas. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


and Maltby 


' Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Standing Orders 


not complied with in respect of the 
following Bills ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Bills allowed to proceed :— 


London County Council 
Powers) ; 

London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
way ; 

North British Railway. 


(General 


That the Standing Orders not com- 


plied with in respect of the following Bills 


ught to be dispensed with :— 

Belfast and Northern Counties Rail- 
way ; 

Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way (New Ross and Waterford 
Extension) ; 

Winsford Urban District (Gas Trans- 
fer, ete.) ; 

Biggleswade Water. 


That the Standing Orders not com- 


| plied with in respect of the petition for 
| additional provision in the 


City and North-Eastern Suburban 
Electric Railway Bill [H.L.] 

ught to be dispensed with, and leave 

iven to the Committee on the Bill to 


‘insert the additional provision. 


Read, and agreed to. 


HARROGATE WATER BILL [u.1.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 


' with Amendments. 


HARROGATE CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L.]. 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 


reported with Amendments. 


HORLEY DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


|} FASTON AND CHURCH HOPE RAILWAY 


BILL [u.1.). 
Reported without amendment. 


U 
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DOVER HARBOUR BILL [u.t.]. CENSUS (GREAT BRITAIN) ACT, 1900. 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill, Preliminary Report of the Census 
reported with Amendments. of Scotland, 1901. 


~~ “DON AILWAY (No. 2 Presented (by Command), and ordered 
CENTRAL —— L ey: AY (No. 2) | to lie on the Table. 
Reported with Amendments. HARWICH HARBOUR. 
DUBLIN ST. JAMES’ GATE BREWERY Abstract of accounts of receipts and 
 PRAMWAYS BILL. ’ expenditure of Harwich Harbour Con- 
Reported with an Amendment. | servancy Board, to 31st day of March, 
1901, with report on proceedings, ete. ; 
RIPON CORPORATION BILL ut.]. | laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
| and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Reported with Amendments. 


NOTTING HILL ELECTRIC LIGHTING | PETITIONS. 
BILL. | 
Brought from the Commons ; read 14, | Se 
oops aoa >| LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 
to be printed; and referred to the | “(women’s DISABILITIES REMOVAL) 
Examiners. (No. 115.) BILL [u.1.]. 
Bios Petition in favour of ; of the London 
OAKHAM WATER BILL [1.1]. County Council; read, and _ ordered 


Returned from the Commons agreed | to lie on the Table. 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 


ments considered, and agreed to. SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [1.1]. 


Petition against; of Burnley Off 
LONDON BRIDGE WIDENING BILL. | Licences Association ; read, and ordered 


Returned from the Commons with | t lie on the Table. 


» Amendments agreed to. 
the Amendn 6 CHINA WAR (1856-1861). 
Petition for prize money to be dis- 
tributed to those entitled to share in the 
same, of a meeting at Southsea ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


PIER AND oes pe Dae ve. saat QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 
nV Ww ', 7 i v Y © 
ea Se ee A Message ordered to be sent to the 
ier! . House of Commons to propose that the 
2ead 24 (ace y Order). : : i! é 
tead 24 (according to Order) Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
: : z Room A on Thursday next at half-past 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL two o’clock Y 
ORDERS (No. 2.) BILL [n.t.]. ‘ 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and| yUsTICES’ JURISDICTION (LONDON) 
passed, and sent to the Commons. BILL [u.t.]. 
ae ee ee A Bill to amend the law with respect 
MILITARY ey De ISIONAL - | to the jurisdiction of justices within the 
; 4 ? Metropolitan Police District was pre- 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and | sented by the Lord Belper; read 1*; 
passed. to be printed; and to be read 2% on 
See Tuesday, the 25th instant. (No. 116.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ee MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894, 
AMENDMENT BILL [u.1.}. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2628, Germany (Hamburg) ; 





[Seconp Reaprnc.] 





No. 2629, China (Ningpo); No, 2630,| Order of theday forthe Second Read: 


Portugal (Inhambane). ing read, 
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*LorpD MUSKERRY: My Lords, the {cabin boy by foreigners, and the pre- 


Bill now before your Lordships is similar | 


to the one that was brought forward in 
1899, with this exception, that while the 
former Bill provided that after a certain 
time no foreigner should be master of a 
British ship, this Bill only provides that, 
after Ist January next, no further cer- 


tificates of competency as master shall | 


be granted to any except British subjects. 
The Bill does not disturb any of the 
present foreign masters. None of them 
will be dismissed from commanding a 
British ship; but the Bill will prevent 
any further increase in their numbers, 
which, I think, is a step in the right 
direction. When the former Bill was 
before the House I spoke at some length 
on the subject, and I reminded your 


vailing language is German. Should 
we unfortunately have a war with Ger- 
many, those men would at once return 
to rejoin their flag, and, if they were in a 
position to do so, would certainly take 
the vessel with them. Every other 
maritime Power, with the exception of 
Japan and Holland, require their ships 


| to be commanded by their own subjects ; 


and even these two Powers would do so 
if they had as efficient a supply to draw 
from as we have in this country. In 
case of war with a strong naval Power, 
the present lamentable state of affairs, if 


| permitted to continue, would be ¢ serious 


Lordships that a British ship was British | 


territory, on which British laws have to 
be administered, and that, therefore, it 
was only just and proper that those laws 
should be administered by British sub- 
jects. Lalso instanced the danger that 
might arise of a British ship, commanded 
by a foreigner, being, in time of war, 
taken by him into a hostile port. 
noble friend the Earl of Dudley said, in 
answer to this, that he thought it assumed 
considerable powers of persuasion on the 
part of the captain and considerable 
simplicity on the part of the crew. I do 
not think my noble friend was aware that 


menace to the nation, as the safety of 
every British merchant ship would be of 
the utmost importance. Even the diver- 
sion of only half a dozen ships, laden, say, 
with grain, would be a loss which we 
could very ill afford. This Bill seeks to 
remove that danger, if only to a small 


| extent, and its passing would go a great 


| Steps 


it is a very common thing for a master to | 


receive his orders by telegram, without 


his officers or the crew being made aware | 


of their purport, and that he is in a 


anyone else on board. 
circumstances, nothing could be easier 
than for him to inform his officers that 
he had received orders to deliver the 
cargo at whatever port he intended to 
run for, and the first intimation the 
officers and crew would have of the true 
state of affairs would be their being made 
prisoners of war, and the ship confiscated, 
possibly with a large cargo of grain, 
which at that time would be a severe loss 
to England. 

Now, my Lords, it is universally 
admitted that the present large number 
of foreigners in our mercantile marine 
is a serious evil, and a great menace to 
our shipping in time of war. There are 
vessels sailing under the British flag 
manned entirely from captain down to 


Under those | 


way towards assuring the country that 
the Government are adopting practical 
towards making the merchant 
service a really efficient first reserve for 
the Empire—a reserve upon which there 
would most certainly be an immediate 
call in the case of our going to war with 
one of the Great Powers. As illustrative 
of the supreme importance of the mer- 
chant service to the nation, | may mention 
that up to the end of last year 132 
British vessels, embracing a tonnage of 
706,084 tons, had been chartered by the 


| home and Indian Governments as trans- 
position to obtain news long before | 





ports for the conveyance of troops, over 
200,000 in number, and numerous other 
vessels were engaged for the conveyance 
of munitions of war in the shape of guns, 
stores, horses, mules, ete. The magni- 
tude of the tonnage of these 132 vessels 
may be estimated from the fact that only 
four other Powers have; mercantile 
marines which exceed it. In contra- 
distinction to the mismanagement of 
other services, the transport service has 
been conducted with marvellous  eth- 
ciency, not a single life being lost, and the 
highest public tributes have been paid to 
the late First Lord of the Admiralty, 
Lord Goschen, and the principal trans- 
port officer at the Cape. I might here 
say that when the war is happily over, 
I hope His Majesty’s Government, in 
giving awards for meritorious service, 


U2 
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will not forget these mercantile masters 
and officers who have done such good 
service to the State. In the case of one 
merchant ship which was chartered as a 
transport, her captain, who was a 
foreigner, was required to give way to a 
British subject, and in another case the 
same thing happened in regard to a chief 
officer. Lord Goschen, speaking in the 
House of Commons when he was First 
Lord of the Admiralty, in March of last 
year, upon two transport ships which 
were almost entirely manned by 
foreigners, said— 

“‘T may frankly admit that I was startled 
when I saw the composition of the crew of 
these two ships. I deeply regret such a state 
of things, and hope that in the future owners 
with whom the Admiralty have to deal will 
avoid the necessity of such cases being brought 
before the House.” 


That, my Lords, is the opinion of the 
late First Lord of the Admiralty. The 
views of the Government are plainly 
shown in their requiring British sub- 
jects to be substituted for the foreign 
officers in the transports referred to, 
and surely it is not consistent for them 
now to oppose this Bill. I am very 
sorry to find that the shipowners are 
opposing this Bill. I think it is a short- 
sighted policy on their part, and I know 
it is most unpatriotic. They have sent 
a circular letter to every Member of 
your Lordships’ House except myself— 
[ have a copy of it, however, through the 
courtesy of a noble Lord—giving their 
reasons for opposing the Bill, and I 
propose to deal very shortly with their 
objections. I cannot do better than 
read the replies of the merchant service 
Guild to the first two objections. They 
are as follows— 


Merchant Shipping Act, 


“(1) That it is no argument against the 
principle of the Bill that it involves a reversal 
of policy. The experience of over forty years 
shows that in some particulars the repeal of 
the Navigation Act in 1849 was ill-advised. 
At the time of the repeal the merchant ser- 
vice of this country was a very different 


service from what it is at the present time, | 


and the very fact that recently leading ship- 
owners have bitterly complained that the 
present Merchant Shipping Act is obsolete, 
illustrates that it was not drafted on the most 
approved lines or on ripened experience. 

**(2) The promoters of the Bill have borne in 
mind the fact that its passage would not be 
inimical tothe interests of the shipowners, owing 
to there being a great over-supply of British 
captains and officers. They would not extend 
their demands to seamen and firemen until 
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‘there was an adequate supply of British sub- 
jects of this class, which they recognise is not 
the case at present.” 

The third objection is that the propor- 
tion of foreigners holding masters’ 
certificates in the British mercantile 
marine is exceedingly small. The Govern- 
ment have recently gone so far as to 
offer to owners a rebate on the light 
dues if they have carried boys in their 
ships. You are endeavouring to get 
boys to enter the mercantile marine 
whose legitimate ambition is one day to 
command a vessel, and when they have 
served all their time and passed all 
their examinations they may find no 

_berths open to them, owing to their 
being occupied by foreigners. What 
I wish to impress upon your Lordships is, 
that every one of the 794 alien masters 
'and officers is taking the place of one 
of our own fellow-subjects. I do not 
‘think that is either right or just. Their 
fourth objection is that a large number 
of British subjects are at present em- 
ployed (especially as engineers) in vessels 
which belong to foreign nations. If, 
therefore (they say), this Bill were 
passed it might easily lead to these 
nations adopting a retaliatory policy in 
this matter, to the loss and injury of 
many of His Majesty's subjects. Our 
English engineers are employed because 
they are the best that can be got ; the 
'moment they have educated their own 

men sufficiently they will dispense with 

our countrymen. I will read to 
your Lordships a letter which will 
show how foreigners behave towards 

Britishers— 

“Hong Kong, 31st March, 1901. 

“In the early part of 1900, the Scottish 

| Oriental Steamship Company, Limited, of Edin- 
| burgh, having a fleet of fifteen steamers, trad- 
ing between Hong Kong, Siam, and the Straits 

| Settlements, sold their fleet to the Norddeutscher 
| Lloyds. Now, as a matter of fact, they had not 
a single man available to put in the ships when 
they bought them, so you can imagine the 
trouble, inconvenience, and expense they would 

| have been put to had all the Britishers resigned 
when the flag was changed, and that wasw) at 
most of them wanted to do. But, to gain 
| time, they (the Norddeutscher Lloyds) told the 
captains and officers that they had the permis- 
sion of the German Government to retain tle 
services of all Britishers who wished to 1emain 
in the company for a term of four years at 

‘least. That was all right, and plain sailing ; no 

| one complained, and it gave the men a chance 

| to try and save a little money and look around 
for themselves. In the meantime, however, 
| the Lloyds were gathering together their own 
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German officers, and sending them out and 
discharging the Britishers, so that in less than 
fourteen months all the Britishers sailing under 
the German flag had notice to leave the ser- 
vice, with no word of explanation, only, ‘ You 
must leave next trip, as we will have our own 
men here totake command,’etc. The manager 
of the Scottish Oriental was also very anxious 
we should remain. The managing agents out 
here, Messrs. Windsor and Co., went so far as 
to give the captains a letter stating that they 
would retain their services for the time men- 
tioned, and now this is the result—dismissed, in 
less than fifteen months, without any explana- 
tion whatever. 

“No remuneration, not a word of sympathy, 
nor a letter of thanks for past services, after 
being with them for fourteen years in command 
and without costing them a cent. 

“To give you some idea of German sense of 
fair play, we, whilst under the British flag, 


divided our orders between an English and | 


a German firm. Now all that is changed, and 
not an order of any kind is given to any 
English firm. Although these people, trading 
toan English port, having all the advantages 
and privileges of English ships, in a sense, 
boycott all and anything British. Isn’t this 
nice for Britishers to reflect upon! What do 
our friends at home think of this?” 


The fifth objection is that no valid reason 
has been shown why British shipowners 
should -—alone, of all employers of labour 


in this country--be forbidden by Par- | 


liament to employ foreigners in their 
service. Well, my Lords, you cannot 
regard the mercantile marine service in 
the same light as any other business ; 
it is a national service as well as a private 
service. There is no law to prevent 
any foreigner setting up in any trade or 
business inany of His Majesty’s dominions, 
and he may employ whom he likes ; 
but the law says it is requisite that a 
British ship should be owned by a British 
subject, and if that is the case it is equally, 
in fact far more, necessary that she should 
be commanded by a British subject. 
The shipowners have the full advantage 
of this law, but they do not wish the bene- 
fit to be extended to their fellow-subjects. 
They wish to keep all the plums. The 
shipowners, when it touches their pockets, 
are quite ready to regard the mercantile 
marine as a national service, as witness 
the agitation about light dues when 
they wished the nation to pay them. 
I for one would not oppose that; I 
would be willing to help the shipowner 
in every way; without them we would 
not have the ships, and without ships 
we would have no sailors, but they 
should not be selfish and deny relief 
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jto those in their employment. The 
sixth objection is, that if such a 


| measure be required it should be intro- 
duced by the President of the Board of 
Trade into Parliament, with the autho- 
|rity, and upon the responsibility, of 
| His Majesty’s Government, and not be 
left to the initiative of a private member 
| of the House of Lords. I fully agree with 
that, but if the Board of Trade will not 
|do their duty, then private members of 
;your Lordships’ House, or private 
members of the House of Commons, 
must bring these matters forward. It is 
/neither just nor right that only the 
shipowners’ wishes should be regarded, 
/and that the interests of the 10,000 odd 
shipmasters, besides a much greater 
number of officers, should be disregarded. 
It is a monstrous shame that this large 
number of English subjects dare not give 
| their free opinions on matters connected 
with their profession for fear of dismissal, 
| should they in any way clash with the 
/owners’ wishes. In fact, this large body 
‘of men are debarred the freedom of 
speech which every other subject of His 
Majesty enjoys. 

The Board of Trade are also opposing 
this Bill, but that does not surprise me. 
Nothing that the Board of Trade did 
in connection with marine matters would 
surprise me, except they showed some 
common-sense and initiated the many 
| needful reforms themselves. They re- 

mind me of a stubborn donkey who 
requires a great deal of whacking before 
he will move. The Board of Trade is a 
really wonderful body. I believe the 
most reverend prelate the Archbishop 
of Canterbury is a member, although 
I do not think he is aware of it. The 

noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack is a member, and there are various 
other members; but I think I am per- 
fectly right in saying that this Board, 
controlling the largest mercantile marine 
in the world, which, in its way, is as im- 
portant to us as the Royal Navy, does 
not contain among its members one who 
has any knowledge of the sea or things 
pertaining to the sea. They have nauti- 
cal advisers, but my noble friend will, I 
hope, tell us about them to-morrow. 
I would ask your Lordships to contrast 
the Board of Admiralty, on which you 
have naval officers of tried skill and 


experience, with the Board of Trade. 
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The late President of the Board of Trade 
stated in the House of Commons in 
February of last year-- 


Merchani Shipping Act, 


“Take for instance the question of a war— 
the question of a war wherethe Naval Reserves 
were called out—that would be to deplete 
British ships of British seamen, and instead of 
being partially manned by foreigners they 
would, under existing circumstances, be alto- 
gether manned by foreigners. That, I think, 
is matter for very great regret, and if any sug- 
gestion can be made to remedy that state of 
things, or to endeavour to remedy that state of 
things, which the whole House regrets, then the 
House would do wrong not to consider any 
suggestion that might be made.”’ 


The Bill before your Lordships is not 
only a suggestion; it is the first step 
to remedy this state of things. Alluding 
to the prosperity of the shipping interests, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, the present President 
of the Board of Trade, in a speech to the 
Chamber of Shipping on the 28th of 
March last, said :-- 


“I candidly admit there is one dark spot | 


which, to some extent, mars the face of this 
prosperity. I refer to the 
undoubtedly the proportion of foreigners em- 
ployed in British ships is very much higher 
than we should like to see it. A grave con- 
sideration in connection with this matter arises 
from the fact that the proportion of foreigners 
is not decreasing, but increasing. It was only 
about 14 per cent. in 1890; ‘t has now risen 
to something like 20 per cent. ‘This is not a 
condition of affairs which I think any of us, 
looking at the matter from a national point of 
view, can regard with complete equanimity. 
This is not merely a question in which the 
shipping interest is concerned; it is a problem 
in which the nation itself is concerned.” 

That is exactly what I have had the 
honour of stating to your Lordships 
several times in the last three years. 
I suppose that in reality the President 
of the Board of Trade is the Board of 
Trade, for one individual, | understand, 
forms a quorum. I presume these 
right hon. Gentlemen meant what they 
said, and spoke for the Board of Trade. 
Then I would ask your Lordships, is it 
consistent that the Parliamentary Secre- 
tary of the Board of Trade should oppose 
this Bill? The present shipowners owe 
their prosperity greatly to their prede- 


cessors, who built up the commerce, 
whose ships were manned entirely by 
British seamen, and who established 


England’s commercial greatness in those 
days. The British merchant ship often 
engaged and beat off an enemy’s ship of 
war; in fact, on one occasion a fleet of 
merchant ships showed such a bold front 
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/ against a powerful squadron of the enemy 
that the latter were afraid to engage, 
The old shipowners handed down a 
glorious heritage, but if the present 
shipowners continue on the lines they 
are going now, what will they hand down 
to their predecessors? A British merchant 
fleet, manned by foreigners, with nothing 
British about them except, perhaps, the 
fabrics of the ships and the name; and 
then, if a war occurs, good-bye to your 
fle t and to England’s supremacy on the 
sea, and your Lordships know very well 
what that would mean. How long 
would we hold out in England if our 
food supply were stopped ? Our states- 
men are only talking, while those of other 
nations are acting. This is only the 
first step in a much-needed reform, and 
| hope your Lordships will give the Bill 
a Secund Reading. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24. 
—(Lord Muskerry.) 


circumstance that 


THE SECRETARY to THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (The Earl of Dupiey): My 
Lords, I think it would be 
answer my noble friend if he had con- 
fined himself a little more closely to 
the subject-matter of his Bill, without 
embarking into criticisms of the mer- 
' cantile department of the Board of 
Trade, which | shall be very pleased to 
deal with if he will put the subject down 
on the Paper, but which are not con- 
veniently raised on a question of this 
kind. As regards the Bill, I have really 
nothing to add to what was said in 
your Lordships’ House two sessions ago, 
when my iriend made a some. 
what similar proposal. It is true that 
this Bill, as my notle friend has ex- 
plained, deals only with masters ol 
merchant ships, whereas his previous 
Bill involved all certificated officers. 
But I fail to see what guarantee there! 
in this measure by which, if it is now 
passed, we shall be safeguarded from, 
next year or the year atter, another and 
a larger Bill being introduced in this 
House, and defended on the ground 
that Parliament has already accepted 
the pringiple upon which it is based. 
Although my noble friend may wrap 
his proposal up in all kinds of irrelevant 
phrases, this Bill means protection and 
nothing else. The worst of protection 


easier to 


noble 
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is that when one class of people gets it, 
everybody immediately clamours for 
similar advantages, and I have no doubt 
that if this Bill were passed we should 
be invited before very long to advance, 
step by step, to the state of things which 
existed under the old navigation laws 
which Parliament deliberately swept 
away in 1849. My noble friend has 
quoted the opinion of the Merchant 
Service Guild to prove that Parliament 
was wrong in sweeping away the navi- 
gation laws fifty years ago. If 
noble friend thinks that the country is 
prepared to go back to that state of 
things, would it not be much _ better 
for us to have a fair and square dis- 
cussion upon the whole question than 
to attempt to deal with it in a partial 
kind of way, by which the principle is 
first of all attempted to be introduced, 
and then larger measures subsequently 
built upon it? I do not wish to discuss 
to-night whether the navigation laws 
were wise laws or not ; but I do protest 
against any attempt to re-establish them 
by successive steps of this kind. If my 
noble friend wishes to return to that 
state of things. he had much _ better 
bring a Bill involving the whole question 
before the House, and let us have it 
out once and for all. 

I object, therefore, to this Bill, in 
the first place because, under a seemingly 
modest exterior, we should be assenting 
to a motive force which lies below it, 
and which may carry, us_ hereafter 
rather further than we wish to go. I 
object to the Bill also on its own merits. 
Unless it can be shown that it is for 
some definite national advantage, I 
cannot understand the justice of picking 
out any one particular trade and im- 
posing upon that trade restrictive incon- 
veniences, while you allow to other 
trades all the advantages of a wider 
selection of employment. My noble 
friend has again mentioned the danger 
which he thinks would be ineurred in 
time of war to English ships commanded 
by foreign masters. He told us, as | 
understood, that the master would 
rezeive notice at sea by telegram—how 
he was to do that, except, perhaps, by 
the Marconi system, I do not know— 
that war had broken out, and that he 
would immediately, without taking the 
crew into his confidence, navigate his 
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|ship to some hostile port. I do not 


think, in reality, that that danger 
would be found to exist. If the master 
was of the nationality with whom we 
were likely to go to war, | think the 
crew, if they were British subjects, or, 
at any rate, if they were not of the same 
nationality as the master, would be all the 
more likely to have their own interests 
at heart, and to keep an eye open as to 
what the master was likely to do with 
the vessel. I do not think that any 
such practice as the noble Lord suggests 
would be likely to occur. If there is 
no danger of that kind we then come 
merely to the inconvenience that would 
accrue to shipowners of having a re- 
| striction of this kind imposed upon 
them ; and, my Lords, the inconvenience 
would be really considerable. A great 
many British ships do not come to 
England at all; they trade between 
foreign ports, and carry on no trade at 
all in the country in which they are 
registered. Take, for instance, an Eng- 
lish vessel trading between, say, Genoa 
and Brindisi, and calling in at the inter- 
mediate Italian ports. Is it not pos- 
sible that an Englishman owning a 
vessel of that kind would find it much 
more convenient to employ an Italian, 
who knows the language and the customs 
of the country, than an English master, 
who would have to learn them from 
the beginning ? Personally, I think it 
is quite possible, and that the English 
owner employing a_ foreign master 
under those conditions would be doing 
a perfectly justifiable act, and really 
meeting the requirements of his own 
trade. As a matter of fact, there are 
very few foreigners at present com- 
manding British ships. The whole ques- 
tion is, after all, a very small one. In 
1896 there were, I think, 180 foreign 
masters in command of British ships. 
I cannot give your Lordships later 
figures than that, because the quin- 
quennial census was taken in that year, 
and therefore another one will not be 
taken till this year. But I can tell your 
Lordships that since 1896 only 69 
foreigners have taken out certificates 
as masters of British ships. In 1897, 
31 foreigners passed; in 1898, nine ; 
in 1899, 12; and in 1900, 17. There- 
fore, the number cannot be very great, 
and I think it will be found that not 
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209 foreigners command English ships, 
out of a total number of 11,000 or 
12,000. I do not think there is any 
need for legislation of this character. | 
My noble friend has referred to the 


question of a national reserve of sea-| 


men for the Navy in time of war, but I 


do not think the question of masters is | 


on all fours with that of ordinary seamen. 
Whatever may 
time of 


af the mercantile marine in 


war, I do not think it would ever be | 
merchant | 


suggested that masters of 
ships would ever be likely to be used 
in that way. 
in the Navy is absolutely different from 


the training of an officer in the mer- | 


difficult to 
of a mer- 


cantile marine, and it is 
understand how the master 


chant ship could ever be utilised to, 


perform the duties of even a subordinate 


officer on board a man-of-war in time | 
I do not think, therefore, that | 


of war. 
this question of enforcing the employ- 


{LORDS} 


be thought about the, 
necessities of providing a Reserve out | 


The training of an officer | 
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| but, personally, I think that that is 
/much more likely to be effected by im- 
| proving the conditions of employment, 

| by raising the status and the character 
‘of British seamen—in fact, by putting 
an end, if possible, to the reasons which 
bring about the employment of foreigners 
in our mercantile marine, than by any 
| restrictive legislation of this kind, which 
would have the effect, in my opinion, 
at any rate, of aggravating the weak- 
nesses of British seamen, which have 
already led in so many cases to the 
employment of foreigners, and of ham- 
pering our greatest national industry, 
upon the prosperity of which depend, 
after all, the good wages of the seamen 

and the comfortable conditions of their 
| employment. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My noble friend 
seems to think that the master of a 
British vessel is not a seaman. He is a 
seaman first, and his becoming a master 
does not make him any the less a seaman. 


ment of British subjects as masters of | 


merchant ships in order to act as a) 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


Reserve can be argued in the same' 


way. 

There is only one other point, and I 
do not wish to lay much stress upon it, 
because it is more or less problematical. 
My noble friend has referred to the ques- 
tion of retaliation. At present, as he 
says, there are a good many British 
subjects serving, principally as engineers, 
in foreign ships, and I think that, in dis- | 
cussing any legislation of this kind, we 


must remember the possibility of retalia- | 


tion. 
noble friend says, 
merely being used as instructors to 
engineers of other nationalities, and that 
in course of time they will be discharged | 
in any case; but I see no reason why 
we should hasten the performance. This 
is a point, I think, which we ought 
to remember, because, undoubtedly, if | 
there is anything like general retaliation | 
we should derive much more harm than | 


Of course, it may be true, as my 


we are likely to receive good from a Bill | 


of this kind. I think what we all desire 
to sce is the employment of as many 
British subjects as possible in British 
ship:. We wish to feel that any increase 
in our great shipping industry carries 
with it an increase in the opportunities 
of employment for British subjects ; 


The Earl of Dudley. 


that these men are | 


| BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL [u.1.] 

Read 34 (according to Order) ; an 

| amendment made ; Bill passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


CONVOCATIONS OF THE CLERGY 
BILL [u.1.]. 

| House in Committee (according to 

Order): Bill reported without amend- 

| ment ; ; and re-committed to the Stand- 

ing Committee. 


| 

| DECK CARGOES—BOARD OF TRADE 
| REGULATIONS. 

| Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 


beg to ask His Majesty’s Government 
| whether they are aware that although 
| British vessels are subjected to heavy 
| penalties for carrying deck cargoes to 
ports in the United Kingdom during the 
| winter months, it is a common practice 
‘for the regulations to be evaded by the 
carriage of deck cargoes during the pro- 
hibited season to ports on the Continent ; 
whether the s.s. “ Mobile’ proceeding 
in December last with a deck cargo from 
a United States port to Bremerhaven 
has been lost with all hands ; whether 
certain written statements made before 
_leaving by the second officer have been 
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525 Demise of the 
placed in the hands of the Board of Trade; 


and whether it is their intention to hold | 


that inquiry which in the interests of 
safety of life at sea is imperative? The 
written statements of the second officer 


are contained in a letter to his father on | 


25th December, 1900— 


“We are loading a very big deck cargo of 
timber. We should not be allowed to have 
more than 3 ft. if we were 
England.” 


And in a letter to his sister, in which he 
says— 

“We are loading a very big deck cargo of 

timber, as we are going to Bremerhaven. We 
should not be allowed to carry such a cargo 
if we were coming to England.” 
I understand that this cargo was taken 
on board before the bunker coal was put 
into the vessel, which would immerse 
her a great deal more in the water. 


THE Eart oF DUDLEY: I do not 
quite understand what my noble friend 
means by the beginning of his question. 
He asks whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are aware that although British 
vessels are subjected to heavy penalties 
for carrying deck cargoes to ports in the 


United Kingdom during the winter | 


months, it is a common practice for the 
regulations to be evaded by the carriage 
of deck cargoes during the prohibited 
season to parts on the Continent. It is 
undoubtedly true that British vessels 
carrying deck cargo over a certain height 
during the winter months are liable toa 
fine, but the regulations are not evaded 
by the carrying of deck cargo from one 
foreign port to another. Obviously we 
have no jurisdiction over a vessel, such 
as the ‘* Mobile,” which trades between a 
port in the United States and a port in 
Germany ; and, what is more, if she had 
been driven in here through stress of 
weather there would be no power to 
touch her either. As to the latter part 
of the question it is, unfortunately, quite 


true that the “ Mobile” was lost at sea 


with all hands. Two statements made 
by the second officer just before the 
vessel left the United States have been 
sent for and forwarded to the solicitor 
who is at present getting together the 
evidence for the inquiry which will take 
place at the end of the month. The 
inquiry was decided on as far back as 


March, but my noble friend will realise , 
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{ that in a case of this kind, when a vessel 


coming to} 
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has gone down with all hands, it is ex- 
tremely hard to get the evidence neces- 
sary for the inquiry. 


GIBRALTAR WORKS—COMMITTEE’S 
REPORT. 

Viscount SIDMOUTH, who had 
given notice to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether the Report of the 
Committee which recently inspected the 
new works at Gibraltar will be laid on the 


‘Table of the House; and whether the 


construction of those works is being 
delayed in consequence of the Report 
or any other proceedings of that Com- 
mittee, said: At the request of my 
noble friend the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty, and in view of the debate in another 
place two nights ago, I will postpone 
my question; but I must say, before 
sitting down, that I think we ought to 
have a clear statement at the earliest 
possible date, the matter being of the 
greatest importance to the maritime 
interests of this country. 


DEMISE OF THE CROWN BILL. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


fue PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BuRY) : My Lords, this is a Bill to remedy 
a misunderstanding in the law, or, at 
all events, a casus omissus. By the old 
common law of the country it happened 
that all appointments under the Crown 
were vacated on the demise of the Sove- 
reign. This naturally led to great incon- 
venience, and an alteration was made, 
applying to various professions in various 
degrees, which may be said to have 
extended the tenure of office for six 
months after the demise of the Crown, 
leaving the vacancies to take place when 
that period had elapsed. Under the 
old law—that is the law as it was before 
the reign of Queen Victoria—there was 
always a dissolution of Parliament on 
the demise of the Crown. This was altered 
in 1867, when an end was put to the 
necessity of a dissolution. The sad event 
of the present year has made the bearing 
of the old doctrine on the tenure of office 
under the Crown a real inconvenience, 
and there has been some disagreement 
as to what the law is. I will not attempt 
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to decide where learned doctors differ,| further to be said. If, on the other 
but obviously it is convenient that the | hand, it has been given grudgingly and 
demise of the Crown should not involve | 


the vacation of all offices under the Crown. 
This is not merely a matter affecting the 
politician. It would be inconvenient 
and hard enough for him, but it extends 
to the Army, to the diplomatic service, 
and, I believe, also to the colonial service. 
This is obviously a state of things which 


should not be allowed to continue. This | 


Bill will simply bring the law to the 


point at which it is necessary to fix it, in | 


consequence of the abandonment of the 


practice of dissolving on the demise of the | 


Crown, and will make no other «ltera- 


unwillingly, I think the course which 
has been adopted is one which may 
fairly be criticised. Whether the Egyp- 
tian Government and the British repre- 
sentatives are in favour of that course 
or not, in view of the many charges of 
inhumanity which have been brought 
against this country there can be no 
harm in reminding the House of the 
extraordinary, I might almost say the 
unheard of, generosity with which 


'Arabi and his colleagues have been 


tion in the constitutional law of the | 


country. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2¢.— 
(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


Eart SPENCER: On the part of 
those with whom I have the honour of 
acting I may say that we entirely concur 
in the proposal of the noble Marquess, 


which is clearly a sequitur to the change | 


which was made in 1867. Not being 
a lawyer, I will not go into the question 
whether the supposed difficulties really 


arise, but it seems to me most desirable | 
to put an end to any doubt on the subject. | 
_vailed in Egypt. he eventually obtained 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


RELEASE OF ARABI PASHA AND 
OTHER EGYPTIAN EXILES. 


treated by this country. Arabi Pasha 
for some inscrutable reason—inscrutable 
as far as I myself am concerned—has 
been looked upon by many people in this 
country as a species of oriental Garibaldi, 
and he has been credited with many 
virtues which he does not possess. It 
would be much more fair to compare 
him to the defunct General Boulanger. 
of whom it may be said that he is an 
inferior copy. Arabi Pasha is a man 
of about as unheroie a character as 
it is possible to conceive. He first 
came into notoriety as a mutinons 
Egyptian colonel clamouring for an 
increase of pay—not, in itself, a par 
ticularly patriotic proceeding. Owing 
to the peculiar conditions which pre- 


the position of a kind of military dictator, 
and as a result of the anti-European 
feeling which prevailed in Egypt at that 


| time, he was able to exercise practically 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, I beg to | 


'which took place at Alexandria, and 


ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any Papers will be pre- 
sented to Parliament respecting the 


return to Egypt of Arabi Pasha and | 


other exiles now in Ceylon. My object 
in placing the question on the Paper is a 


| 


|in the most cruel way, Circassian an 


double one. I desire in the first place to | | 
| opponentsewho fell into his power, during 


/what may be called the interregnum. 


obtain, if possible, some explanation from 
the Government as to the reasons which 
have influenced them in liberating Arabi 
and _ his colleagues, and, in the second 
place, I am particularly anxious to ascer- 
tain—and this is much more important 
—whether the assent of the Egyptian 
Government, the Khedive, and Lord 
Cromer has been obtained to these pro- 
ceedings. If their assent has been readily 
accorded, there is, of course, nothing 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 


unlimited power. In his position a 
military dictator he may be held liable for 
the disasters in Egypt and the massaeres 


he has never thought it worth while. 
apparently, to free himself from the 
charges which have been frequently 
brought against him of having tortured 
( 


u 


Turkish officers and other _ political 


So little impressed was Lord Wolsele 
with his merits that after the battle of 
Tel-el-Kebir he recommended that Arabi 
should be shot. That was a_ course 
which any other Government would 
have adopted. But Arabi was not. shot. 
On the contrary, legal gentlemen were 


| sent out from this country to defend him. 
| and they defended him with such sucees 
i 
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that his sentence was commuted. Arabi 
was sent to the Island of Ceylon, which, 
] may remind your Lordships, was not 
much hardship, because the Island of 
Ceylon is a Mussulman’s paradise. Be- 
sides that, we saddled the Egyptian 
Government with the payment to him 
of a pension of £300 a year, a larger sum 
than he would in all probability have 
obtained, judging by the military capacity 
he displayed, if he had remained a 
faithful servant of the Khedive. He 
was relegated to the Island of Ceylon, 
aad there he lived in comfort, surrounded 
by his wives and other female relatives, 
and received the visits of British states- 
men, mostly of the Radical party, who 
sought his opinion on Home Rule, Parish 
Councils, and similar questions, on 
which he was supposed to be an authority. 
And now we are told that he is to return, 
full of years and full of honours, to the 
country of his birth. It seems to me 
that Arabi Pasha has been an exceedingly 
fortunate individual. If the Egyptian 
Government, the Khedive, and Lord 
Cromer are ready to welcome him back, 
there is nothing further to be said. | 
hope his return will not lead to mis- 
understandings; but I fear that the 
course which has been adopted will do 
a great deal to encourage the extra- 
ordinary delusion which has prevailed 
on the Continent that Arabi Pasha 
was in the pay of the British Government 
from the start; and I hope it will not 
act aS an encouragement to mutineers 
all over the globe to think that it is 
rather advantageous than otherwise 
to take up arms against, and come into 
collision with, the British Government. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I do not think 
there is any correspondence on_ this 
subject which could be usefully laid on 
the Table of the House. There is, of 
course, the Khedivial decree authorising 
Arabi’s liberation. But that is a formal 
document, which I do not suppose the 
noble Lord would much care to see. 
There is besides some correspondence, 
but that is entirely of a confidential 


character, and I do not think it 
ought to be made public. But, in 


regard to the main facts, there is 
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completed a period of nineteen years 
exile in Ceylon. We hear that Arabi 
Pasha has considerably suffered in 
health, and we are advised that his 
return to his own country will not be 
attended by any danger to the public 
tranquillity. The noble Lord is anxions 
to know whether the consent of the 
Khedive, the Egyptian Government, and 
Lord Cromer has been obtained to Arabi’s 


liberation. Those consents have been 
obtained. The noble Lord said he 
would like to know whether their 


consent had been given reluctantly. I 
am quite unable to fathom the mind 
of the Khedive or his advisers, but their 
consent was certainly given unreservedly. 
I will not attempt to follow the noble 
Lord into his examination of Arabi’s 
character or antecedents, or the place 
which he deserves in history. I do 
not differ from the noble Lord when 
he says that Arabi’s conduct does not 
seem to him to have been of a very 
admirable character. Nor will I en- 
deavour to determine whether the noble 
Lord was right when he told the House 
that the Mussulman’s paradise was to he 
found in the Island of Ceylon. Whether 
it be a paradise or not I do not know, 
but Arabi Pasha was very glad to be 
allowed to leave it. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Six of the clock, till to- 
morrow, half-past Ten of the 
clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 17th June, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) said 
he begged to move the Amendment which 
stood in his name, the object of which 
was to entitle the farmer to compensation 
for any loss he might sustain or suffer by 
reason of the making of an improper 
order. He would only ask his hon. 
friend the representative of the Local 


La hl | bd 
no mystery. These persons have now | Government Board whether it would not 
| 
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be possible to insert the clause in every 
private Bill of this kind, because he held 
that there ought to be a uniform system 
with regard to corporation Bills, and it 
ought not to be left to private Members 
or anyone else to get such clauses inserted 
in a Bill. Let the Local Government 
Board introduce some comprehensive 
measure making all the Bills uniform in 
this respect. 


Brighton 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.) 
seconded. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“In Clause 50, page 33, after paragraph 
(i) of Sub-section 5, to insert—(j) If an 
order is made without due cause, or if 
the Corporation unreasonably refuse to 
withdraw the order, the dairyman shall, 
if not himself in default, be entitled to 
recover from the Corporation full com- 
pensation for any damage which he has 
sustained by reason of the making of 
the order or of the refusal of the Corpora- 
tion to withdraw the order. The Court 
or the Board of Agriculture may deter- 
mine and state whether an order the 
subject of appeal has been made without 
due cause, and whether the Corporation 
have unreasonably refused to withdraw 
the order, and whether the dairyman 
has been in default. Any dispute as to 
the fact whether the order has been made 
or maintained without due cause, or as to 
the fact of default where any such fact 
has not been determined by the Court or 
Board of Agriculture, or as to the fact of 
damage, or as to the amount of com- 
pensation, shall be determined in the 
manner provided by Section 308 of the 
Public Health Act, 1875, and that 
section shall accordingly apply and have 
effect as if the same were herein re- 
enacted, and in terms made applicable to 
any such dispute as aforesaid.” 


*Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) said 
that as Chairman of the Committee 
before which the Brighton Corporation 
Bill came he would like to say that they 
were very careful to consider the case 
for compensation. They realised that 
there was a good deal to be said for it, 
but, on the other hand, no case had been 
brought to their knowledge in which 
any farmer had suffered by reason of the 
absence of such a clause, and they there- 


Mr. Jeffreys. 


{COMMONS} 
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fore decided to leave it out, and adhere to 
the model clauses as they were passed 
last session. They had in the course of 
the inquiry the evidence of Dr. Niven, 
the Medical Officer of the Manchester 
Corporation, who certainly appeared to 
the Committee to have exercised the 
difficult and delicate powers entrusted to 
him in that particular with the greatest 
discretion. The witness told them he 
was aware of no case in which compensa- 
tion could justly have been claimed, and 
it was chiefly owing to that gentleman’s 
evidence that the Committee determined 
not to insert the compensation clause, 
At the same time, they recognised there 
might be a case in the future in which 
damage might be caused to the farmer, 
and under the circumstances, therefore, 
he did not oppose the motion before the 
House. 


Corporation Bill. 


Mr. LODER (Brighton) said that in 
accepting the Amendment on behalf of 
the promoters of the Bill he wished it to 
be clearly understood that they in no way 
desired to prejudice the case of other 
corporations with whom they had been 
acting up till this time, and if any modifi- 
cation of the clause were deemed desir- 
able at any future stage they reserved to 
themselves the right to bring it forward. 
With regard to the suggestion that a 
similar clause should be inserted in every 
Bill, he thought the success of model 
clauses in the past did not augur well for 
such clauses in the future, especially 
when they remembered the departure 
made two years previously in regard to 
the question of tuberculosis. 


*Sir F. S. POWELL (Wigan) agreed 
that the time had come for the Govern- 
ment to deal with this question. To his 
knowledge, fifteen years ago Committees 
upstairs were asked to give an opinion 
on this matter. The controversies on it 
had been acute, and they had also been 
continuous. This was a subject of grow- 
ing importance, and he hoped that they 
would more and more devote their atten- 
tion to the value of milk as a food for 
young children. The Government ought 
to take care that clauses dealing with 
this matter were both uniform and 
effective. Good work had been done by 
general legislation in regard to the regis- 
tration of infectious diseases, and he 
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533 Bethlem 
hoped that the House of Commons would 
in that matter follow the example which 
they had themselves set in the past. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 
pointed out that there were two distinct 
interests involved in this question, and 
he did hope that the representative of the 
Local Government Board would save the 
time of the House by agreeing to have 
the whole subject submitted to a Select 
Committee, so that they might put an 
end to these interminable discussions. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) said the 
dairy owner had, of course, an interest 
in this question, but the paramount point 
was the health of the people in our large 
towns. Before model clauses were 
adopted they ought, however, to be 
carefully considered, and it should be 


clearly understood that the acceptance of | 
the Brighton clause did not bind other | 


corporations without careful inquiry. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
objected to the adoption of this clause 
without further discussion. The subject 
was one which required careful con- 
sideration. 


Tue SECRETARY To tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) said 
the Local Government Board were in 
favour of the clause, because they thought 
it highly desirable in the interests of the 
public health. Under the Public Health 
Act, 1875, if a corporation made a wrong 
order it was liable to pay compensation 
to the person injured thereby, but that 
provision did not extend to the present 
case, and he thought it was only fair that 
it should. He did not think that other 
corporations were likely to object to the 
insertion in their Bills of a similar clause, 
and he could assure the House that 
though the Local Government Board 
had no power to veto, they would use 
their influence to get a like clause 
adopted in similar cases. But in reply 
to the hon. Member for Wigan, he was 
bound to say there was no chance of the 
(Government bringing forward a _ Bill 
this session to make the clause obligatory 
in all such Their hands were 
already full. 


cases. 


New clause agreed to. 


{17 June 1901} 
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|! Other Amendments made. 
Bill to be read the third time. 
BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [Lords]. 


(By Orper). 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.) said 
it would not be necessary for him to 
move the motion standing in his name 
for the rejection of the Bill, but as a 
matter of public interest he desired to 
explain why he originally opposed the 
measure and now withdrew his opposi- 
,tion. The hospital was situated in the 
| borough of Southwark, the buildings 
and grounds covering an area of about 
fifteen acres, and forming a most valuable 
breathing space in the neighbourhood 
described by Mr. Charles Booth as the 
most crowded part of London. The 
site of the hospital was held under 
leases from the City Corporation dated 
1810 and 1838, and under the Bill before 
the House the governors sought powers 
to lease a part of their possessions. 
The Borough Council of Southwark 
vigorously protested against the powers 
being given, and petitioned against the 
Bill. Since notice of opposition had 
been given the governors had been in 
communication with the Borough Coun- 
cil, and had given an assurance that 
they had no intention of parting with 
any portion of their Southwark pcs- 
sessions, the real object of the Bill 
being to enable them to sell some land 
in Kent, somewhere between Margate 
and Westgate. They had also given an 
undertaking to introduce in Committee 
a clause to the effect that nothing in 
the Act shall empower the governors to 
demise for any term of years for build- 
ing or any other purposes, or to sub- 
lease or otherwise eTect a deal with, 
any of the lands comprised in the 
leases, and the Borough Council 
were satisfied that that clause would 
prevent the governors dealing with 
the land without obtaining further 
powers. He might add that a large 
proportion of the cost of erecting the 
present hospital was found out of money 
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provided by Parliament. Although he‘ case of the Education Board Provisional] 
should have liked the proposed clause to | Order Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords] 
be in somewhat stronger terms, he was | originating and now pending in the 
so far satisfied with the undertaking of | Lords, and refe:..d, pursuant to the 
the governors that he should not move Order of this House of the 12th day of 


his proposed motion. |June, a statement of the number of 
| houses of the labouring classes proposed 
Question put, and agreed to. to be taken, has been deposited in the 


. ; ; |Private Bill Office of the House of 
Bill read second time and committed. | Commons and at the Office of the Central 
| Authority. 
PRIVATE BILLS ‘STANDING ORDER 62 | 
‘ > 7 Ww } 
— _.. | ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table) Read the third time, and passed. 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the Tso a i is ; 
case of the following Bill, referred on the _ OF FRERMEN BILL Leecoe aris 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order | Read tl] hi d : a fy 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— | ro . the wed ores and passed, 
: i s . without amendment. 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way (New Ross and Waterford METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
Extension) Bill. | BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a| Read the third time, and passed. 


second time. 
OTLEY GAS BILL [Lords]. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING Read the third time, and passed, 

ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED | without amendment. 

INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Report from one of the Examiners of As amended, considered ; to be read 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the} the third time. 
ease of the following Bills, originating | 
in the Lords, and referred on the First METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not BILL. 
previously inquired into, and which are) Read a second time, and committed. 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz.:— 

Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill | 
[ Lords] ; 
Bolton Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
Bristol Corporation Cemetery Bill 
[Lords] ; 


BRIDEWELL HOSPITAL BILL [Lords] [BY 
ORD ER}. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Ordered, That so much of Standing 


Dover Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Order 91 as fixes Five as the Quorum of 
Great Southern and Western Railway the Select Committee on Standing 
Bill [Lords] ; Orders be read and suspended. 


Heywood and Middleton Water Board, Ordered, That, for the remainder of 
Bill [Lords] ; the Session, Three be the Quorum of the 

Wisbech Water Bill [Lords]. /Committee.—(Mr. Halsey.) 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a! 


second time. | BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION | BILL 
{Lords}. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL Ordered, That the Petition of the 


ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON). Vicar and People’s Churchwarden of the 
BILL [Lords]. ‘Church of Saint Peter, Bournemouth, 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table against the Bournemouth Corporation 
Report from one of the Examiners of | Bill [Lords], if presented not later than 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the| seven clear days from the date hereol, 


Mr. Causton, 
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537 Leturns, 
be referred to the Committee on the Bill : 

and that the said Petitioners be heard | 
by themselves, their Counsel, or Agents, | 

against the Bill, and Counsel heard in| 
support of the Bill_—(The Chairman | 
of Ways and Means.) 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS | 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


(UNDER THE PrivaTE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(Scotnanp) Act, 1899.) 


Lords Amendment considered, and 


agreed to. 
; | 


PROVISIONAL | 
THE WORK- 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF 


ING CLASSES) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. | 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Read the third time and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to | 
confirm certain Provisional Orders | 


made by the Board of Trade under the | 


Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Aberavon, Ashton-in-Maker- | 


field) Hampton, Hoddesdon, Ince-in- 
Makerfield, Mountain Ash, Neath (Rural | 
District), Pontypridd, Teddington, and 
Worsley.” Electric Lighting Provisional 


Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to | 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the authority 
of the Gas and Water Works Facilities 
Act, 1870, relating to Horsham Gas, 
Nuneaton Gas, Pinner Gas, and Swaff- 
ham Gas.” Gas Orders Cesilitaation: | 


Bill { Lords]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [Lords]. 
Yead the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 213.] 


CONFIRMATION | 
{Lords}. 

Read the first time ; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to,be, printed. [Bill 214.] 


GAS ORDERS BILL 
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'County Council ; 
| Droylsden; 
| Lewisham ; 
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TOOK THE OATH. 


One other Member took and subscribed 
| the Oath. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION BILL. 
Petiuon from Newcastle-on-Tyne, for 


1 ‘ - m 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 


ve 
|SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Lewisham 
and Beverley ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition from Burnley, against ; to lie 


upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from London 
Child’s Hill (three) ; 
Garnant ; | Oldswinford ; 
Manchester (two); War- 
Bacup ; Bethnal 
to lie upon the 


tington ; Portsmouth ; 
Green; and Southsea; 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Dunsyre and 
Arderseer ; to lie upon the Table. 


SINGH, MAGAN. 
Petition of Magan Singh, for redress 
of grievances; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COAL TABLES. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 14th June ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 213.] 


HARWICH HARBOUR. 


Copy presented, of Abstract of the 
Accounts of the Receipts and Expenditure 
of the Harwich Harbour Conservancy 
Board from the time of their incorpora- 
tion down to and inclusive of the 31st 
March, 1901, &e. [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed, [No. 214.] 








539 Questions. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2628 to 2630 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA — SIR DAVID 
BARBOUR’S REPORT. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have yet come to any decision in 
reference to the recommendations con- 
tained in Sir David Barbour’s Report, 
and, if so, can he state when it will be 
communicated to the House. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The Report deals 
with a very large number of complicated 
and important details, and it will be evi- 
dent to the hon. Member that an imme- 
diate decision is not required in the 
majority of cases. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment agree with the general principles 
laid down, and their application will be 
confided to Lord Milner, who will deal 
with them as opportunity arises. I can- 
not give a pledge that he will follow the 
Report in all particulars, and there are, 
of course, many points on which further 
information is required, which can only 
be gained on the spot. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman hold out any hope that we 
shall have the particulars of the decisions 


on the points as they arise ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. 
If the hon. Gentleman wishes informa- 
tion on any particular point I shall be 
glad to give it to him as far as it is in my 
power to do so. As I have pointed out 
before, in reference to resettlement in 
South Africa, it is a matter which is most 
involved, and which cannot be settled all 
at once. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) : Will the 
Ilouse have an opportunity of discussing 
this Report ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Certainly, | 
Sir. The hon. Gentleman can discuss it | 
on my salary. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Is the right hon. Gentleman in a 
position to inform the House as to 
whether the Government are in agree. 
ment with that portion of Sir David 
Barbour’s Report which recommends 
that the tax on the mines shall be in- 
ereased from five to ten per cent., and, 
if so, will that be done soon ? 


Questions. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: We are in 
general agreement, as I have said, with 
the principle laid down that an increased 
tax on the profits of the mines should be 
imposed. But as the hon. Gentleman 
is aware, Sir David Barbour also recom- 
mends that a decrease of taxation should 
take place upon other articles. 


LAND SETTLEMENT COMMISSION’S 
REPORT. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether, now that the 
Report of Sir David Barbour on the 
financial position of the Transvaal has 
been issued, he will proceed to complete 
the facts laid before Parliament by issuing 
also the Report of the South African Land 
Settlement Commission. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member does not appear to be aware that 
the Report in question was laid on the 
7th instant. 


CAMPS OF CONCENTRATION—MOR- 
TALITY STATISTICS. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can now 
inform the House as to the number and 
situation of the camps of concentration 
formed in Cape Colony, and how many 
men, women, and children are confined 
therein, and what have been the figures 
of mortality therein. 


Tne SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, CGuild- 
ford): The places where the camps 
have been formed are :--Kimberley, 


| Orange River Camp (near Hopetown), 


Vryburg, Warrenton, and Boer Exile 
Camp at Port Elizabeth. Lord Kitchener 
has promised me some figures by tele- 


| graph as to the numbers and mortality. 
) 
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541 Questions. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will state the numbers 
of white persons now or recently in the 
concentration camps in Natal and the 
Transvaal, Orange River, and Cape 
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venient if I read the question, of which I 
gave private notice two days ago:— 
Whether the right hon. Gentleman is 
aware that for three weeks ending the 
13th May there were 80 deaths out 
of a total of 3,125 persons in the refugee 








Colonies respectively ; 


also the dietary 





) camp on the racecourse at Johannes- 


for adults and for children in force in} burg, and that 220 are reported sick in 


these several districts. 


can state what regulations are now in 


force in the various concentration camps 
in South Africa as to the detention of 


the women and children confined in 


them; and whether he will consider the 


desirability of permitting at least those 


women and children who have no male 


person with them in the camps, and 
who have friends or relatives in Cape 
Colony willing to receive them, to leave 
the camps and go to these friends. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The numbers are 
approximately as follow :—Transvaal, 
37,739; Natal, 2,524; Orange River 
Colony, 20,374; Cape Colony, 2,490 ; 
Of these a large number are natives. 
The dietary of free issues consists of meat, 
bread or flour, meal, coffee, sugar, salt, 
and condensed milk. As the propor- 
tions vary somewhat in the different 
colonies, it is not possible to give full 
details in reply to a question. The supply | 
of meat is from two to four pounds, and | 
of bread, flour, or meal about seven | 
pounds per week. To children under | 
five, four tins milk and meal. The 
women and children have been in most 
instances brought into the camps because 
they cannot be fed at isolated stations, 
or because it was necessary to clear the 
districts in which they were living. | 


am communicating with Lord Kitchener | 


respecting the release of those who may 
have friends willing to receive them. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE er 
Boroughs): Can the right hon. Gentle- 
man give the rate of mortality among | 
the women and children ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have had notice 
ot a question in the name of the hon. 
Member for Flint Boroughs, and I ean 
answer it with regard to Johannesburg 
if he wishes to put it, 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


I beg also to ask | 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 








Boroughs): Perhaps it will be con- 
VOL, XCV. [FourTH SERIES. } 


the camp; whether he can state what 
medical provision there is for treatment 
| of the siek in this camp, and whether the 
sanitary and other arrangements for the 
health of the refugees in this and other 
camps are satisfactory; between what 
dates did the deaths take place of 41 men, 
80 women, and 261 children in the camps 
in the Orange River Colony reported on 
the 7th May ; how many deaths of men, 
women, and children took place in such 
camps before and after those dates ; and 
what is the total number of deaths of 
men, women, and children respectively 
which have taken place in the refugee 
camps up to the present time. 








Mr. BRODRICK: The deaths at 
Johannesburg camp from the Ist to the 
31st May amounted to six men, six women, 
and 68 children, and are accounted for by 
an epidemic of measles. There is an 
| experienced medical officer in charge, 
/assisted by a qualified matron and a 
large staff of nurses. The hospital is a 
| well-suited, commodious brick building. 
|The deaths for the first week in June 





| were one woman and three children. 


There is no reason to suppose that the 
| medical arrangements in this or other 
camps are unsatisfactory. As to the 


| third and fourth paragraphs of the ques- 


tion I have no information. The deaths 
in the Transvaal camps for May were 
39 men, 47 women, and 250 children. 
Further statistics have been promised 
| me as to the other three colonies. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Are 


| these persons regarded as prisoners, or 


are they at liberty to leave the camp if 


they think fit ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: As I have ex- 
plained, the women and children have 
been brought in because in most cases 
they required relief or they were in parts 
of the country which for military reasons 
it was necessary to clear. As to the 
point of their leaving, in no case will the 


xX 
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Government permit them to go, or will 
Lord Kitchener permit them to go, unless 
they have got places to go to in which 
they can be fed. The Government 
cannot undertake to feed a large body 
of people in isolated positions. As re- 
gards permission to quit the camp to 
those who have friends | am in communi- 
cation with Lord Kitchener. 


Questions. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: In regard to 
these figures for the Transvaal, and in 
regard to the 336 deaths for May, do 
they cover the native as well as the white 
camps ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: My impression is 
that these figures cover the whole of the 
camps. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: As this 
is a very serious matter, I wish to ask the 
Government whether they do not con- 
sider that it would be infinitely more 
humane if these women were to be kept 
prisoners—-—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot enter into a debate 
on this question. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman state whether the figures 
given in reply to my question include 
natives as well as white persons ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : The figures include 
a large number of natives. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): Is the 
death-rate from measles as high for any 
hospital in the United Kingdom ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND rising 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Any 
further questions must be given notice 
of. The question on the Paper has been 
fully answered. 


GENERAL CARRINGTON. 


Mer. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether, seeing that, in the view of the | 
Government, there is nothing in Major | 


Sir F. Carrington’s recent service in 
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is now intended to restore that officer to 
his command of the Belfast district, 
which will be vacated in the ordinary 
course by Major-General Leach in Sep- 
tember next, or if it is intended to again 
employ him ; and, if not, can he say why 
this officer will not be again employed ; 
and whether the appointment of this 
oticer to command troops in Rhodesia 
was made in direct opposition to the 
advice of members of the Army Board 
at the War Office. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I must decline in 
this and all other cases to give reasons for 
the employment or non-employment of a 
particular officer. All recommendations 
for command are made to the Secretary 
of State, both in war and peace, by the 
Commander-in-Chief, and Sir Frederick 
Carrington is no exception to the rule. 


Mr. PIRIE: Can the right hon. Gentle- 
man say whether the decision of the 
Army Board was unanimous ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I shall entirely 
decline to give an answer to that or any 
other question addressed to me of similar 
import. The proceedings of the Army 
Board are private. The recommenda- 
tions of the Commander-in-Chief are 
made to the Secretary of State, and on 
these recommendations officers are either 
appointed or not appointed to commands. 


Mr. PIRIE: Was General Carrington 
relieved of his command-—--- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
wants to put any further questions he 
must give notice. 


Me. PIRIE: | will give notice. 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES—VOLUNTEER 
OFFICERS’ ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, having 
regard to the fact that Volunteer officers 
receive an allowance of 11s. 6d. per 
diem when attending manceuvres or 
camps of instruction, will he say whether 
any additional allowance will be made to 
| field officers, who have to provide and 


i 


South Africa to call for special report, it | feed a horse. 
i] 
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545 Questions, 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord StTan.ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : The 
mounted officer will, in 
the allowance mentioned, draw an 
allowance to cover forage at the rate 


of ls. 6d. a day. 


BUCKS VOLUNTEERS—PAY OF SOUTH 
AFRICAN DETACHMENT. 

Mr. CARLILE (Buckinghamshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the fact that 
the Wolverton detachment of the Ist 
Bucks Rifle Volunteer Corps, recently 
returned from South Africa, was dis- 
charged within seven days of its arrival, 
and as other Volunteer detachments 
returning under the same circumstances, 
having completed their term of service 
in South Africa, have received up to 
thirty days furlough, he will provide 
that the Bucks Volunteers should re- 
ceive the same treatment as others have 
had, and will he say whether the gratuity 
in lieu of furlough is granted to all 
branches of the service, or only to Volun- 


teers. 


Lorp STANLEY: As I have already 
informed the House, a furlough of 
thirty days with pay will be granted 
to all members of Volunteer service 
companies. It will also be granted to 
all Imperial Yeomen discharged before 
the higher rates of pay came into opera- 
tion. 


WAR OFFICE DECENTRALISATION. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol. 
K.): [ beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will present a return 
of the recommendations of the Decent ral- 


isation Committee of 1898, showing 
how far these recommendations have 


and where only partially adopted in| 
what manner they differ from the 
original recommendations of the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
will find the principal changes approved 
in consequence of the recommendations 
of the Committee of 1898 on page 460 
of the Evidence of the War Office | 


| 


Organisation Committee of 1901 ; bass 
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addition to | 


| ber last, 


| satisfied 
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the minor changes on pages xii. to 
xxiv. of the Report of 1898. 


ARMY REFORM. 

Mr. PIRIE : I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for War whether a scheme 
of Army reform was prepared by Lord 
Wolseley for Mr. Cardwell, of which a 
portion, including short service, was 
adopted by the Ministry of the day and 
by Parliament ; and, if so, if he will 
lay upon the Table of the House the 
original draft of such scheme. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is not clear to 
what the hon. Member refers. When 
Mr. Cardwell introduced his scheme to 
this House in 1870 Lord Wolseley was 
serving in Canada. He afterwards 
served on a Committee which worked 
out the detailed reorganisation required 
by Mr. Cardwell’s scheme and reported 
in 1872, but he does not appear to have 
drafted any separate scheme. 


DECEASED SOLDIERS’ ESTATES—CASE 
OF JOHN CURTIN. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether any further inquiry 
has been made in reference to the sub- 
ject of a letter from Mr. John Curtin, 
of Tallow, county Waterford, dated 8th 
October, 1900, to the Under Secretary 
of State for War, relative to the affairs 
of Private Patrick Curtin, No. 4,255, 
deceased, of the 2nd Battalion of the 
Royal Irish Regiment ; if not, whether 
an effort will be made, by due inquiry 
on the spot, to ascertain whether the 
colour sergeant or the coffee contractor 
referred to therein are unlawfully re- 
taining possession of moneys of the 


| deceased soldier. 
been carried out, wholly or partially, | 


Lorp STANLEY: I have nothing to 
add to the reply communicated to the 
hon. Member by letter on 21st Novem- 
after exhaustive inquiries. 
The transaction was entirely a private 
one, with which the War Office is in 
concerned. I am, however, 
that the full amount of the 
money deposited with the contractor by 
the deceased soldier was duly returned 
either to him or to his representatives. 


X 2 


no way 





Questions. 
SOLDIERS’ RATIONS—POISONED 
TINNED MEATS. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABKAHAM (Cork, 
N.E.) : I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether his atten- 
tion has been ealled to the poisoning of 
about fifteen soldiers of the York and 
Lancaster Regiment at Fermoy Barracks 
through eating tinned beef served out for 
breaktast rations ; can he state the name 
of the contractor who supplied this tinned 
beef and the name of manufacturer and 
place of manufacture ; and will he explain 
why tinned meat is still being issued 
to the troops on home stations instead of 
home-grown meat. 
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word STANLEY: Perhaps the hon. 
Member would kindly refer to the full 
answer given by me on Friday last to the 
hon. Member forthe Partick Division of 
Lanarkshire. * 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM : But that 


is not an answer to my question. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Will 
orders be issued prohibiting the further 
issue of tinned meats to the troops ¢ 


Lorp STANLEY: It was not a ques- 
tisa of issuing them. They were drawn 
by the men from the canteen and paid 
for. [am not prepared to interfere with 
the discretion of the commanding officer 
in this matter. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
Have the officers anything to do with 
the running of the canteen in this par- 
ticular place ? 


Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir. 


TROOPS IN) IRELAND—BEER 
CONTRACTS. 

Mr. NANNETTIL (Dublin, College 
rreen): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention has 
been called to a resolution passed at the 
meeting of the [Irish Trades Congress at 
Sligo protesting against the contract for 
beer and porter for the troops in Ireland 
being withdrawn from Irish firms ; 
whether any complaint has ever been 
made as to the quality or purity of the 
beer or porter supplied by the Irish 





* See page 412, 
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brewers ; and whether, seeing that an 
influential authority has stated that all 
articles for barrack necessaries should 
be obtained in the districts where the 
troops are stationed, he will see that the 
old system be reverted to. 


Lorp STANLEY : A copy of this reso- 
lution was sent to the War Office, 
Nothing is known there of any such 
complaint. nor would be, as this is purely 
a matter for the local military authorities 
to deal with. There has been no change 
of system, as the local military authori- 
ties have power to place orders for malt 
liquor with the firms they consider most 
desirable. 


IRISH BARRACK STORES. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the Report 
of the evidence of the Commander-in- 
Chief for Ireland on War Office organisa- 
tion, in which he complained of the prac- 
tice of sending to Woolwich for articles 
such as ladders, brushes, brooms, and 
other barrack stores, which he alleges 
could be more readily and cheaply got 
in Ireland ; and will he take such steps 
as will give effect to the statement and 
views ot his Royal Highness by the 
establishment of works for their manu 
facture in that country. 


Lorp STANLEY : The General Officer 
commanding the forces in Ireland has 
already been instructed to use his dis- 
eretion in regard to such local purchases. 
The supply, however, is too small to 
justify the creation of any local factory. 


PENRHYN QUARRY DISPUTE— 
MILITARY AID TO THE CIVIL POWER. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he can state who applied for the 
aid of the military at the Penrhyn 
quarries, when the application was 
received, and whether any disturbances 
have arisen in the district which the police 
are unable to cope with; and, if so, 

when these disturbances occurred. 


Lorp STANLEY : The chief constable 
of the county asked that the troops 
might be held in readiness, The applica- 
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tion was received by the general officer 
commanding the district on the 4th 
June. The nature and period of the 
disturbances are not questions which 
come within the jurisdiction of the Secre- 
tary of State for War. 


LONDON VOLUNTEERS—DRILL SHEDS 
AND RANGES. 

Sik HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he is aware that under 
the provisions of Section 31 of the London 
Government Act, 1899, borough councils 
in the Metropolis have no power of pro- 
ceeding under the Military Lands Act, 
1892, towards assisting and co-operating 
with the Volunteers of London in the 
provision of drill sheds, drill grounds, 
and rifle ranges; and if, having regard 
to the importance of the question, he 
will consider the advisability of taking 
steps to grant London borough councils 
analogous facilities in this matter to 
those enjoyed by provincial municipali- 
ties. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am aware of 
the disability of the metropolitan borough 
councils in this respect. I do not, how- 
ever, consider that any good purpose 


would be served by legislation in the} 


direction proposed, as the powers already 
possessed by the London County Council 
appear to be ample. 


NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 

Mr. MAJENDIE (Portsmouth): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if he can inform the House what portion 
of the £376,895 18s. 7d., proceeds of 
Naval Prize Money, Bounty and Salvage, 
referred to in the Return to an Order of 
the House of Commons, dated 3rd 
March, 1863, has been paid out to the 
persons entitled, and what is the balance 
remaining unpaid; and whether any 
list of the several persons entitled to this 
unpaid balance has ever been put up at 
the Admiralty and notified to claim- 
ants; if not, whether any attempts 
have been made to trace out and inform 
the persons respectively entitled to 
receive the same. 


Tue SECRETARY To THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast, 


{17 June 1901} 


W.): The balance of Naval Prize Money | matter be reconsidered ! 
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remaining unpaid and payable, if applied 
for, on the 31st March, 1900,was £50,353. 
The account for the present year will 
be published next month. Announce- 
ments are made from time to time in 
the London Gazette, when funds become 
available for distribution, and there is 
reason to believe that these notices are 
largely copied in other newspapers. 
A Return showing the names of the 
several persons who became entitled 
and have yet to be paid, with the amounts 
due to them respectively, is in course of 
preparation, and will be published when 
completed. 


HAULBOWLINE DOCKYARD. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
is aware that in the original design for 
the construction of Haulbowline Dock- 
yard it was proposed to build two dry 
docks ; and whether, in view of the 
increasing necessity for additional dock 
accommodation, the Admiralty will con- 
sider the desirability of carrying out 
the original plan and constructing a 
second dry dock at Haulbowline. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: = The 
original design for the extension of 
Haulbowline Dockyard allotted a portion 
of the available space for the construc- 
tion of two dry docks, but it was recom- 
mended that only one should be pro- 
ceeded with at the time, and this dock 
has been completed. In 1895 a Com- 
mittee appointed to investigate the 
question reported that the construction 
of a slipway on a portion of the ground 
allotted to the second dock was desirable 
in the interests of the service, and the 
slipway was accordingly constructed. 
There is still space available if it should be 
necessary at a future date to construct 
a second dry dock, but it is not proposed 
to commence this work at present. 


Captain DONELAN: Is it not the 
fact that all the work executed in this 
dockyard has given complete satisfaction? 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Un- 
doubtedly it has. 


Captain DONELAN: Then will the 
hon. Gentleman suggest that this 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. 


The question is one for the naval authori- 
ties, who have to decide what are the 
most pressing needs of the naval service. 


CHINA—PERMANENT 
GARRISON. 


BRITISH 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- . 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he will 
state what troops will constitute the per- 
manent British garrison in China, in 
addition to the troops at Peking, and at 
what points they will be stationed. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I am not in a position now to 
state exactly what troops will be left, or 
the composition of the force to be left at 
specific points; but the permanent 
garrison will only form a comparatively 
small proportion of those who consti- 
tuted the expeditionary force. 


{ GERMAN GARRISON AT SHANGHAT. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any communications 
have passed between the British Foreign 
Office and the German Government as to 
the decision of the latter to leave a 
German garrison at Shanghai. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester) : No, Sir. 


INDIA COUNCIL BILLS AND 
TELEGRAPHIC TRANSFERS. 
Sm EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he is aware that the 
difference of a sixteenth of a penny 
ordinarily made by the India Council 
between the sale of bills and telegraphic 
transfers represents a charge of 94 per 
cent. per annum ; and whether, in view 
of this impost upon banking and com- 
me:¢ al transactions, he will give instruc- 
tions for reducing the difference by one 
moiety, except on occasions when con- 
ditions of financial stringency prevail in 
India. 


~ Lorp G. HAMILTON : The difference 


of a sixteenth of a penny per rupee | 
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between the price of bills on India and 
that of telegraphic transfers represents 
a charge of 94 per cent. per annum if it 
can be assumed that all such bills, whether 
drawn on Calcutta, Madras, or Bombay, 
can be presented in fifteen days ; but 
this is not the case. To give the tele- 
graphic transfers at only one-thirty- 
secondth of a penny more than the bills 
would, with the present rate of discount, 
be in effect to lend the money at cheaper 
rates than that at which the Presidency 
Banks are lending it. 


IMPERIAL COURT OF APPEAL. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state what progress has 
been made in reference to the establish- 
ment of the proposed Imperial Court of 
Appeal ; and whether the colonies have 
intimated their approval of the establish- 
ment of such a court. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Arrange- 
ments have been made for holding 
towards the end of this month a Con- 
ference on the subject at which all the 
colonies will be represented. The object 
of this Conference is to elicit an expression 
of the opinion of the colonies on this 
subject, and pending the conclusion of 
its labours I am unable to make any 
further statement. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Have 
the Government abandoned the intention 
mentioned in the King’s Speech of intro- 
ducing legislation this year on the sub- 
ject t 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, Sir, J 
think that. owing to the time which has 
been taken by the negotiations with the 
colonies, it would be impossible to hold 
out much hope, even if the Conference 
should prove unanimous, of giving effect 
this session to any conclusion which may 
be arrived at. 


ALIEN IMMIGRANTS IN LONDON. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is aware that a Return 


| recently issued shows that a number of 


aliens, mainiy from Russia, Roumania, 
and Poland, came to this country last 
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year under the impression that they 
would find in London either an organisa- 
tion prepared with plans and funds to 
equip and forward all applicants to 
Canada, or an assured career in England ; 
and having regard to the fact that pauper 
aliens ot these nationalities have in- 
creased in the East End of London during 
‘he year, will he consider the advisability 
of instructing the British representatives 
in the countries indicated to take such 
steps as may be necessary to correct any 
false statement which may be circulated 
in regard to the prospects of pauper 
aliens arriving in London. 


ViscounT CRANBORNE: The state- 
ment alluded to was derived from the 
Report of the Jewish Board of Guardians, 
and rests upon the authority of that body. 
Until the Census Returns are completed 
it cannot be said whether the numbers 
of aliens in East London have increased. 
Warnings in regard to the prospects of 
pauper aliens in London were circulated 
by Her Majesty’s Consuls in 1891 and 
1893. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER. (Kent, 
Thanet): Is there any prospect of the 
introduction of the Government Bill 
prohibiting the importation of aliens ? 


Viscount CRANBORNE: That ques- 
tion should be addressed to my right hon. 
friend, 


GIBRALTAR WORKS. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he will lay upon the Table 
of the House the Report of the Gibraltar 
Committee in reply to the questions 
addressed to it made at Gibraltar on 
30th March, and also the subsequent 
Report made by some members on 
15th May ; and, if so, when; and will 
he say when and how he proposes to 
afford the House an opportunity of dis- 
cussing these Reports. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
F.): Yes, Sir. There are, as the hon. 
Member says, two Reports in question. 
There is the Interim Report—(laughter) 
—avowedly an Interim Report—of 30th 
March, and there is a Report of 15th May, | 
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| signed by all the members of the Com- 
mittee except the Member for King’s 
Lynn. There are parts of these Reports 
which, by universal consent, ought not 
to be laid on the Table of the House ; 
but I see no reason why the greater part 
of both Reports should not be textually 
laid on the Table, and I propose to do that. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask-the Under Secretary 
of State tor Foreign Affairs whether 
any diplomatic protest or representation 
has been made by the Spanish Govern- 
ment against the carrying out of the 
Naval works at Gibraltar. 


ViscouNT CRANBORNE: No, Sir. 


No such representation has been made. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
His Majesty’s Government will open 
negotiations with the Government of 
Spain with a view to obtaining the 
cession of the western shore of Gibraltar 
Bay and sufficient of the adjacent terri- 
tory to enable the port to be securely 
fortified, and whether any offer to pur- 
chase the Spanish side of Gibraltar Bay 
has ever been made by His Majesty's 
Government. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): May I respectfully ask whether, 
considering the mischievous excitement 
already created in Spain, the right hon. 
Gentleman will decline to answer such a 
question ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I agree with 
my hon. friend that no great public 
advantage is served by putting such 
questions, but as this question has been 
put it is as well to answer it. I will say 
that the Government have never made 
any proposal to purchase, and do not 
propose to make any proposal to pur- 
chase, any part of Spanish territory. 


SUGAR DUTY—LOW GRADE MOLASSES. 
Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 


pool, Exchange): I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, with respect 
to the reduction in the duty on low 
grade molasses imported chiefly for cattle- 
feeding purposes, whether the importers 
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of such molasses between 18th April and 
10th June, who have been charged 
with the higher duty imposed during 
that interval, and who have warehoused 
the article pending a fina! decision as 
to the duty, will be refunded to the 
extent of the excess of the amount paid 
by them over the rates as finally settled. 


THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): I do not think that the 
suggestion of the hon. Member could be 
adopted. In the first place, various im- 
porters who have paid the 2s. duty must, 


Questions. 


under Section 20 of the Customs Consoli- | 


dation Act of 1876, have added it to their 
pices and recovered it from their cus- 
tomers, so that it would be most difficult 
to repay the extra duty to those who have 
actually paid it ; and, in the second place, 
this particular reduction is only one item 
in an amended scale for molasses and 
glucose, and there is no reason for making 
the reductions retrospective unless the 
increases are to be treated similarly, anc 
this would not be practicable. My inten- 
tion is therefore to ask Parliament to 
sanction the duty on the scale originally 
proposed up to the 10th instant, and the 
new scale from that date. It must be 
remembered that these importers must 
hive known that a reduction of the duty 
wis under consideration, and might have 
placed their molasses in bond unti 
required. If no bonded premises were 
vacant for these purposes, temporary 
bonding privileges would have been 
granted to their private premises on 
application to the Customs. 


INCOME TAX EXEMPTIONS. 

Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E. 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he will consider the 
advisability of introducing into the 
Finance Bill a clause repealing the pro- 
viso to Rule Fifth of No. 2, Schedule A., 
s. 60, 5 and 6 Vic., ¢. 35, by which, con- 
trary to the principles dealing with all 
other kinds of income, fines received in 
consideration of any demise of land or | 
tenements are, if applied to productive | 
capital, exempted from income tax, and | 
whether he can state the amount so| 
exempted for the year 1900-1901. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The pro- | 
viso does not appear to be “ contrary to | 
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|the principles dealing with all other 
kinds of income.” it provides that 
_ fines (which may arise in many different 
ways and circumstances) should be 
| chargeable as income when, as a matter 
| of fact, they are treated by the recipient 
as income, but should be exempted when 
| treated as capital. In the case of Settled 
Estates, for instance, fines must by 
law be treated as capital, and the life 
'tenant is not entitled to anything more 
‘than the interest arising from their 
investment. It would be manifestly 
unjust to require that in such cireum- 
| stances the amount of the fine should be 
subject to income tax. Moreover, it 
must not be overlooked that the property 
from which fines issue is taxed on its full 
annual value, irrespective of actual 
rent, so that in a sense there is a double 
assessment where fines are charged with 
income tax. It is not possible to give the 
| amounts exempted under the proviso. 


Questions. 


Mr. M‘CRAE: Seeing that the ex- 
‘emption of building lease fines is 
totally different to the state of affairs 
contemplated when the Act was passed, 
‘cannot the right hon. Gentleman re- 
consider the matter ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I ean add 
nothing to the answer I have given. It 
explains the reason for the exemption. 


WAPPING STREET DISTURBANCE. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can give any 
explanation of the absence of the police 
for over twenty minutes while a disturl- 
ance was taking place in St. Georges 
Street, Wapping, over the breaking into 
of a house by an under tenant, who 
alleged his landlord had illegally evicted 
him early on Saturday, 8th June, 1901, 
and whether any proceedings were taken 
by the police against the under tenant, 
who was arrested by them ; if so, can he 
state what punishment was inflicted on 
him. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
RitcuHig, Croydon): This case was one 
of assault preferred by a private person, 
and the prisoners were arrested on his 


charging them. They duly appeared 
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before the magistrate, and were dis- 
charged. Nothing was said as to the 


absence of police during the disturbance, | 


which occurred chiefly inside the house, 
but constables were there at 7°40 and 
again at 8 on the night in question. 


Mr. MURPHY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that I was a witness 
myself of the absence of the police ? 


MORTALITY AMONG YOUNG 
IN SOUTH WALES COLLIERIES. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he can afford 
any explanation of the fact that the death 
rate from accident of persons of sixteen 
years of age and under employed in 
collieries in the South Wales district has 
latterly increased, and that it was higher 
in 1900 than in any previous year in the 
decade; and if his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that, whereas in each 
of the five years of 1891 to 1895 inclusive, 
the death rate was less than that among 
persons of over sixteen years of age, in 
each of the years 1896 to 1900 it was 
higher, and that in the last five years it 
was forty-five per cent. greater than in 
the previous five years. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: 


{17 June 1901} 
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Department whether his attention has 
been called to the disparity in the death 
rate from falls of roof and side during 


the last seven years in collieries in the 


South Wales district employing over 


| 1,000 persons, as shown in Mr. Robson’s 
|report for 1900, and that the highest 


annual average death rate in these 


collieries was three times that of the 
lowest ; and whether he can give any 
reason for this. t 


PEOPLE 


*Mr. RITCHIE: 


Yes, I have seen 


the figures which appear in the report 
'recently made by Mr. Robson. 


‘The 
hon. Member will have observed that the 
figures show disparities not only between 
different mines, but also between different 
years at the same mine; and where, as 
in the case of these collieries, the numbers 
involved are comparatively small, fluc- 
tuations in the death rate from year to 
year are sure to occur. On the other 
hand, some mines are shown by the 
figures over the whole seven years to be 
safer than others ; and the reason of this 
may possibly be that the roof in these 


| mines is of a better quality, while some- 


It is true that there | 


has been a rise in the death rate among | 


persons under sixteen in mines in South 
Wales, and that for the last five years it is 
higher than the death rate among persons 
over sixteen, whereas in the preceding 
five years it was lower. In the preceding 
five years, however, the death rate among 
persons over sixteen was abnormally 
heavy, and the rate has declined from 
3°50 during those years to 2 during the 
last five years. A large proportion 
of the accidents to boys occur in connec- 
tion with haulage underground, and the 
reasons for the increase in the death rate 
among them are perhaps to be found 
in the greater amount of haulage done in 
the mines now as compared with previous 
years, the increased use.of machinery, 
and the greater number of boys em- 
ployed in connection with machinery. 


FATAL ACCIDENTS IN WELSH 
COLLIERIES. 


the Secretary of State for the Home | of vessels engaged in the cross Channel 


thing is also to be attributed to differences 
of management and supervision. 


GAMBLING IN GRAIN. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether any 
measures have been taken by the Board 
of Trade in order to co-operate with 
Germany and other nations which have 
introduced legislation with the purpose 


‘of preventing gambling in futures or 
‘options in grain, for the purpose of dis- 


couraging corners in ioodstuffs, as 


| opposed to the interests of producers and 
| consumers. 


THE PRESIDENT or tnz BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Greratp Batrour, Leeds, 


| Central): No such measures have been 
| taken. 


| 


MERCANTILE MARINE—REGISTRATION 
OF TONNAGE. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 


‘dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
| has considered the advisability of intro- 
| ducing regulations which will ensure a 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask | uniform proportion of registered tonnage 
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and coasting trade of the United King- 
dom. 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
matter to which the hon. Member refers 
is receiving careful consideration, and 
so far as reasonable uniformity can be 
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| affected. 


obtained by Board of Trade regulations | 


I shall endeavour to secure it. 


PREVENTION OF RAILWAY ACCIDENTS 
—RULES. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade what 
steps other than publication in the 
London Gazette were taken by his Depart- 
ment, as required by the Railway Em- 
ployment (Prevention of Accidents) Act, 
1900, to inform the persons affected of 
the place where the draft of the Preven- 
tion of Accidents Rules, 1901, recently 
issued, might be obtained, and of the 
time within which objections or sugges- 
tions might be lodged with the Board of 
Trade ; whether he is aware that in many 
cases owners of wagons received the 
information indirectly and some time 
after the draft rules were issued; and 
whether, having regard to the inter- 
change of traffic that takes place between 
the various railway systems, and the 
fact that no wagon constructed or re- 
constructed after twelve months from 
the coming into operation of the rules 
may be received or used for traftic on any 
railway without brake levers that can be 
conveniently operated upon from either 
side of the wagons, he will, with a view to 
securing uniformity, consider the advis- 
ability of indicating a standard brake to 
which all brakes should conform in order 
to meet the minimum of convenience 
required by the Board of Trade. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: A copy 
of the Gazette notice was sent in April 
to each of forty-six newspapers and 
reviews, as well as to four press agencies, 
and to the various companies and persons 
to whom railway accidents reports are 
usually sent. Copies of the draft rules 
were sent on the same date to the Railway 
Companies’ Association, the Association 
of Private Owners of Railway Rolling 
Stock, the Railway Carriage and Wagon 
Builders’ Association, and the Mining 
Association of Great Britain. About 


900 copies of the Draft Rules have been 
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supplied, in all, to persons and companies 
The point raised in the last 
part of the hon. Member's question is one 
to be considered in connection with the 
objections which have been made to the 
draft rules under Section 2 of the Act. 
These objections will, in the first instance, 
be submitted to Lord James of Herefor¢, 
who will advise the Board thereon. 


Questions. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that there are a 
number of colliery owners, owning con- 
siderably over a thousand wagons, who 
never received any notice at all ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
aware of that, but I should imagine it is 
impossible to directly notify everybody. 


FARMERS AND METEOROLOGICAL 
REPORTS. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, seeing that 
requests have frequently been made 
by farmers’ clubs and associations in- 
terested in agriculture for the daily 
publication at sub-post offices in agricul- 


tural districts of the forecast of the 
weather, whether, in order to assist 
farmers during the harvest, he will 


consider the question of having every 
evening until the end of September 
the forecast’ of the weather for the fol- 
lowing day telegraphed to those sub-post 
offices in agricultural districts to which 
there is telegraphic communication. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres 
ton): In 1893 arrangements were made 
by the Board of Agriculture for ex 
hibiting, by way of experiment, at 
telegraph stations in Northumberland 
and Essex, the daily weather forecasts 
issued during the hay and corn harvests 
by the Meteorological Council. In the 
following year a similar experiment 
was tried in the counties of Somerset, 
Carnarvon, Ayr, Cambridge, the East 
Riding of Yorkshire, and Haddington. 
Residents in the counties were invited 
to record their observations of the 
weather during the period, and _ the 
reports were carefully tabulated and 
examined. The areas to which the 
forecasts apply were found to be to 
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yide and varied to allow of anything like 
dose accuracy as regards the weather 
to be expected at any given place, and 
it did not appear that the assistance 
rendered to agriculturists was sufficient 
io justify the Board in asking the Trea- 
ary to sanction the continuance of 
the experiment or its application to the 
wuntry generally. 


BUTTER ADULTERATION. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Roard of Agriculture whether the case 
{the Stepney Borough Council versus 
laae Simons, grocer, 20, Samuel Street, 
st. George’s-in-the-East, at the Thames 
Police Court, in which defendant was 
ined 203. and costs for selling butter 
wntaining 40°56 per cent. of water, 
wording to Somerset House analysis, 
was brought under his notice ; whether, 
with the view of settling a legal standard 
i water allowable in butter, he will 
tonce appoint a Committee to inquire 
ito the question; and, if so, will he 
tate whether the evidence of experts 
ithe Lrish butter trade will be received, 

ud where will the inquiry be held. 


*Mr. HANBURY: My attention has 
wen called to the case mentioned in the 
jwestion. [ hope to appoint the Com- 
mittee almost immediately. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Has the 


ight hon. Gentleman read the evidence 2 


*Mr. HANBURY: Yes, and the ease 








will be carefully considered. 


LONDON LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

AUDITORS. 

Mr. LOUGH : I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether any general instruc- 
tions will be issued by the Local Govern- 
nent Board to the auditors to be ap- 
winted under the London Government 
Act of 1899; and, if so, whether these 
ustructions will be sent to the borough 
vuncils for their information and guid- 
ince, and, in the event of any auditor 
uking a surcharge on the ground 


), 


+ 


if illegal expenditure, will the council 
ittault have any right of appeal; and, ' 
so, to whom. 
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Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lona, Bristol, 8.): The auditor whom I 
have appointed to conduct the audit of 
the accounts of the London Borough 
Councils is an officer of considerable 
experience. His duties will in the main 
be similar to those of other district 
auditors, and I have not deemed it neces- 
sary to issue any general instructions 
to him. There will be a right of appeal 
to the Local Government Board or to 
the High Court against any surcharge 
made by the auditor. 


Questions. 


BOY COPYISTS IN THE CIVIL SERVICE. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury ii he 
can say how many boys have been ad- 
mitted into the Civil Service as boy 
copyists for the last three years; how 
many have left the service or been dis- 
missed during that time; and how 
many have got permanent employment 
in the Civil Service. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): During 
the three years 1898-1900 3,189 boys 
have been added to the register, 956 boy 
coypists have left the service or been 
dismissed, and 768 have been appointed 
Civil 


to permanent situations in the 
Service. 
SOLDIER POSTMEN AND THE GOOD 


CONDUCT STRIPE. 
Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg toask 


the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, if he 
will consider the expediency of allowing 
postmen and porters returning from 
active service in South Africa the right 
to wear a good conduct stripe, and will 
he arrange for the extra pay which the 
stripe carries to be granted to these 


| men on their resuming duty at the pest 


office. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
good conduct stripe is awarded as a 
reward for five years unblemished 
service. It is not proposed to alter 
the qualifying period on account cf 


_ service in South Africa. 
‘ ‘ 
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WRONGFUL DISMISSAL OF 
TEACHERS. 
Mr. CHARLES SHAW (Stafford) : I 
beg to ask the Vice President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education, in 
respect to the promised Government 
Bill for affording to teachers in public 
elementary schools a method of repeal 
or redress against wrongful dismissal 
from employment, whether the difficul- 
ties which were engaging the attention 
of the Lord President of the Council 
have been successfully dealt with ; and 
when the Bill will be introduced. 


SCHOOL 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The Bill is in preparation 
and will be introduced shortly. 


RICHMOND PARK GATEKEEPERS. 

Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford): 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether he is aware that the 
present holder of the post of gatekeeper 
of Ham Gate, in Richmond Park, is a 
former valet of the Deputy Ranger ; 
and if he would urge upon the Ranger 
of Richmond Park the propriety of 
appointing old soldiers of good character 
to these offices. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovc.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine's): I am informed that 
the man referred to was formerly in the 
service of Admiral FitzGeorge, the 
Deputy Ranger, and that he had been 
previously in the Royal Navy. I have 
no right to interfere with the Ranger 
in the exercise of his patronage ; but I 
may say on the best authority that his 
Royal Highness does give consideration 
to the claims of old soldiers, but not to 
the exclusion of old servants. 


Major RASCH : But is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that a _ Balaclava 
veteran has been removed from the 
Kingston Gate and a domestic servant 
of the Duke appointed in his place by 
His Royal Highness as Ranger ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No, Sir, 
I have no knowledge of such fact, and, 
as I have already reminded my hon. and 


gallant friend, I have no voice in the’ 


appointment of these ga‘ek»epers. 
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NATIONAL GALLERY. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE: I beg to ask the 


| First Commissioner of Works whether 


the National Gallery will be completely 
isolated from the buildings which now 
adjoin it by effecting the changes which 
will be authorised by the passage of the 
National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent 
land) Bill; and will he state what dis- 
tance from the National Gallery the 
nearest buildings will be. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Yes. Sir, 
The National Gallery will be completely 
isolated from the buildings which are 
adjacent to it on the west; the nearest 
building will be the south-east angle of 
a stable, which will be 35 fect from the 
north-west corner of the National Gallery ; 
with this exception the space between 
the buildings will be about 40 feet. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): Will no portion of the bar- 
racks be in touch with the National 
Gallery ¢ 


Mr. AK ERS DOUGLAS: The southern 
portion of the barracks adjoining the 
National Gallery will be pulled down at 


the end of the present year. 


BALLYVAUGHAN FISHING INDUSTRY. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
inquire into the position of the fishing 
industry in the neighbourhood of Bally- 
vaughan, county Clare; and whether 
he will see that something is done to 
assist the fishermen of that district. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) : The fish- 
ing industry in the neighbourhood of 
Ballyvaughan has been for some time 
the subject of inquiry by the Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction, 
and it is hoped that it may be possible 
materially to develop it. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Cannot 
the right hon. Gentleman hold out some 
hope that something will soon be done 
in the matter? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do hold out 


| that hope. 
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Questions. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state why the 
Commissioners of Intermediate Educa- 
tion in Ireland have not attached marks 
tothe honour subjects in the intermediate 
programme, and if he can say whether 
these subjects are of equal value. 
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In the new Inter- 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 


mediate Programme, as all honour sub- | 


jects are of equal value it was deemed 
unnecessary by the Board to attach 
marks to these subjects. 


OF IRISH FISHERIES— 
REPORT. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
hecan say why the Report of the Inspec- 
tors of Irish Fisheries for 1900 has not 
yet been presented to Parliament, and 
when it will be presented. 


INSPECTORS 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Report is in 
the printers’ hands, and, it is expected, 
will be ready for presentation about 
the end of this month. 


POTATO SPRAYING IN [RELANT. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: TI beg to 
isk the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
give the number, names, and qualifica- 
tions and emoluments of the persons 
appointed in connection with the spray- 
ing of potatoes in Ireland this season. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Instruction in 
the spraying of potatoes forms part of 
the duties of the six Agricultural Instrue- 
tors in the service of the Congested 
Districts Board. A statement of the 
names, qualifications, and emoluments 
of these persons is being prepared and 
will be forwarded to the hon. Member. 


IRISH FISHERY COMMISSIONERS. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
sk the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
ippointment has yet been made of a| 
Fishery Commissioner in the place of | 
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' Mr. Cecil Roche, and, if so, will he state 


who it is ; and, if not, can he say whether 
there is any difficulty in the way of 
making an appointment, and, if so, what 
is its nature, or for what other reason 
the place has not been filled. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. D. H. Lane 
has been appointed temporarily as In- 
spector of Fisheries in succession to 


Mr. Roche. 
Mr. FLYNN : Is the right hon. Gentle- 


man aware that this gentleman is a 
brewer, and has spent all his life in 
brewing ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware 
of that. 


Mr. FLYNN: Well, Lam. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am well aware 
that he has given great assistance to 
Mr. Green, one of the Fishery Inspectors, 
and that he has a practical knowledge 
of the question. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): What is the practical knowledge 
which this brewer has ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: He has held the 
position of manager of a large salmon 
fishery, although he is now vacating 
it in order that he may be quite indeper - 
dent. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Is it 
not the fact that he was appointed not 
because of his knowledge of the subject, 
but because he belongs to a particular 
political denomination ? 


Dr. AMBROSE: Has he any ac- 
quaintance with deep sea fisheries ? 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: The right 
hon. Gentleman says the appointment 
is temporary. Can he make it perma- 
nent without legislation ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. He has been 
appointed provisionally for one year at 
asalary of £500. He has an acquaintance 
with deep sea fisheries, for he assisted 
Mr. Green in one of his deep sea surveys. 


Other Members rose to put questions, 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
question has been fully answered. 


(Questions. 


PROSECUTIONS FOR TRESPASS AT 
MALLARANNY. 

Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
inhabitants of Mallaranny, county Mayo, 
are put to inconvenience and expense 
owing to the conduct of the police in 
summoning them for allowing their 
donkeys and goats to wander on the 
public road ; that these people have the 
right to graze on the adjoining mountain, 
for which they pay a rent, and that 
the mountain is not fenced in from the 
public road; and would he see that, 
pending the proper fencing of the 
mountain by the landlord, the inhabi- 
tants are saved the expense of repeated 
prosecutions by the police. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There have been 
eleven prosecutions at Mallaranny since 
the Ist January last for the offence 
mentioned, and fines amounting to 12s., 
with costs, have been imposed. Culti- 
vated land lies adjacent to the road, and 
is fenced; the grazing mountain is at 
the other side of this land. The prose- 
cutions were instituted in respect of 
offences committed on the fenced portion 
of the road. 


TAWIN WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the people living in the 
village of Tawin, near Oranmore, in the 
South Galway Parliamentary Division, 
amounting to close on ninety families, 
are in need of water; that an applica- 
tion, supported by the parish priest, the 
medical officer of health, and other 
residents of Tawin and district, was 
presented to the Rural District Council 
of Galway asking that a pump should 
be constructed in the village, and, seeing 
that this request was refused, whether 
he will state what steps he will direct 
the Local Government Board to take 
to prevent an outbreak of fever in the 
neighbourhood owing to the comparative 
absence of a fresh water supply. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 


{COMMONS} 
The | 


| can state if a qualified official and special 


ment Board has been in correspondence | 
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with the district council in this matter, 
but so far the council has taken no 
action. The Board has no power to 
take any steps with the view of com. 
pelling the council to provide a water 
supply unless it receives a formal com. 
plaint under Section 15 of the Public 
Health Act, 1896, from the ratepayers, 
If such a complaint be made to the 
Board it will receive immediate atten. 
tion. 


DINGLE BAY FISHERY. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: TI beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he js 
aware that on 22nd May, 1901, a steam 
trawler was detected four miles inside 
the prohibited line in Dingle Bay, name 
and number being * Goldfinder, GY. 
526,” and that the fisheriman who saw 
this vessel reported the matter to the 
chief coastguard, asking at the same 
time that the owner be prosecuted ; and, 
seeing that under existing laws no pro- 
secutions could be entered against such 
offending vessels except they are boarded 
by coastguards, whether he will tak 
steps immediately to alter the law so 


as to enable prosecutions to be made 
in such cases as that described. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: A Bill is now 


before Parliament which, in the event 
of its becoming law, will strengthen the 
hands of the responsible authorities in 
suppressing illegal steam trawling. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Has 
the gunboat any orders to assist in 
preventing illegal trawling / 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That does not 
arise out of the question. But I may 
say that the authorities have no power 
under the existing law to make the 
owners amenable. 


FORESTRY IN IRELAND. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chie 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant ot 
Ireland whether he can state if it is 
the intention of the Department ot 


Agriculture in Ireland to take up the 
work of reafforestation, and whether he 


Committee will be appointed, and what 
amount of money is available for the 
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purpose, or if it is intended to obtain a 
special grant from the Treasury 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
stated: that the Department hopes, in 
due time, to take up the work of re- 
afforestation in conjunction with county 
councils. The councils are empowered 
to make provision for tree-planting 
operations and the necessary expert 
advice in the schemes they are pro- 
moting under the Act. These schemes, 
if approved, will be subsidised by the 
Department out of the fund at its dis- 
posal. It is not intended to obtain a 
special grant from the Treasury, as 
suggested. 

GLENGARIFF NATIONAL SCHOOL 

TEACHER. 

Mr. THOMAS O°DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland why it is that the 
teacher of Glengariff National School. 
toll No. 2,379, District 58, has not yet 
been paid results for Irish taught as an 
extra, though the annual examination 
was held in July, 1900; and will he 
explain why no answer has been sent 
to the letter written by the managers to 
the Education Office complaining of this 
delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am_ informed 
that payment of the grant referred to 
has been made, and that the reasons for 
the delay in payment have been ex- 
plained to the manager. 


SESSIONS—CROWN vy. 
PETERSON. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen's County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House a copy of the order made by 
the county court judge in the case of the 
Crown v. Peterson, heard at the late 
quarter sessions for King’s County, held 
at Tullamore, on the 2&th ultimo. 


The ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): Perhaps I may be permitted 
to reply to this question. The 
made by the judge was to the effect that 
the case should be adjourned to the next 
quarter sessions, the defendant being 


TULLAMORE 
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order 
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admitted to bail in his own recognisances. 
It is not proposed to lay a copy of the 
order on the Table of the House. 


BELFAST DISTURBANCES—MR. TREW’S 
SPEECHES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the police 
in Belfast have been in the habit of taking 
shorthand notes, or any notes, of the 
speeches inciting to disorder that have 
been delivered for a long time past every 
Sunday at the Custom House by a man 
named Trew ; and, if so, whether he has 
any objection to place the reports of 
those speeches on the Table of the House. 


Mr. ATKINSON: At the request of 
my right hon. friend, I will reply to this 
Notes in shorthand, or long- 
hand, have been taken for some time 
past of the speeches made by Mr. Trew ; 
I cannot, however, admit the accuracy 
of the description applied to these 
speeches in the question, though, no 
doubt, they were in many instances rey re- 
hensible in character. The reports of 
the speeches are confidential documents, 
and it would be contrary to practice to 
lay them on the Table of the House 


question. 


Mr. FLYNN : In what way were they 
reprehensible if they did not incite to 
disorder ! 


[No answer was given.] 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
VISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the South Tipperary and 
other county councils have passed reso- 
lutions urging them to have the pre- 
visions of the Local Government Pro- 
visional Order Bill put in force from 
the 30th September next so as to enable 
them to give practical effect to the said 
provisions in the coming year; and 
whether he can promise to be able to 
comply with the expressed request of 
those councils. 


PRO- 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Provisional 
Order fixes the Ist April next as the date 
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on which it is to come into operation,|; Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The com- 
that date being the beginning of a new| pany state that there is a suitable 
financial year. This date was fixed] passenger platform station with every 
after consultation with the several! accommodation at this place. It does 
county and district councils affected,| not appear that they are under any 
and current rates have been struck with | statutory obligation to construct such a 
regard to the liabilities under existing | station as the hon. Member suggests, 
contracts which will expire on that date. | and the company allege that the traffic 
For these and other reasons, which it is| would not warrant the necessary ex- 
impossible to state in detail in answer to| penditure. 

a question, the suggestion of the hon. | 

Member cannot be adopted. 





| *Mr. O’DOWD: If I satisfy the right 
hrees Gentleman that the company are 
| under such statutory obligation, will the 


DUBLIN FOUR COURTS—TAXING P 
matter be reconsidered ? 


MASTERS’ SALARIES. 


Mr. CULLINAN : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
salaries of the taxing masters engaged in 
the Four Courts, Dublin ; what are the ARRANGEMENTS. 
hours during which they should attend) Mr. O’DOWD: I beg to ask the 
for the transaction of business ; and | Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
whether it is competent for one of them | the Postmaster General, whether he is 
to strike out cases to leave the court, | aware that at present there is only one 
and thereby put parties interested to ‘daily mail delivery in the town of Ballin- 
inconvenience. | togher, county Sligo ; that the mails are 

jconveyed from Cullooney by road, 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The salary of each | arriving at 10 a.m., although a morning 
of the taxing masters is £1,000 a year.| mail train from Sligo passes some hours 
The public business of the department | earlier by Ballintogher, and delivers 
extends from 11 a.m. to 4 p.m. The} mails along the route at the various 
taxing masters do not strike out cases in | towns and villages, performing the same 
order to leave the court. They occa-| duty on its return at 8.15 p.m.; and 
sionally adjourn cases owing to the non-| will he institute inquiries, with the view 
attendance of the parties or the non-|of having the same facilities accorded 


[No answer was returned.] 


BALLINTOGHER POSTAL 


production of vouchers. 


BALLINTOGHER RAILWAY STATION. 


*Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the 
town of Ballintogher, county Sligo, on 
thelineof theSligo, Leitrim, and Northern 
Counties Railway, is at present only 
accommodated with a flag station, to 
the inconvenience of the people, mer- 
chants, and traders of that town and 
also the cattle dealers who frequent the 
fairs held there ; and, seeing that this 
company were bound by the original 
power granted them by Parliament to 
erect a passenger and goods station at 
Ballintogher, whether he can take any 
steps to induce the company to fulfil 
their promise by having a station 
erected, 





Ballintogher as are enjoyed by smaller 
towns on the same route of railway. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General will cause inquiries 
to be made with the view of ascertaining 
whether it is practicable to afford 
increased postal facilities at Ballintogher, 
county Sligo, and the hon. Member 
shall be informed of the result as soon 
as possible. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


Queen Anne’s Bounty.—That they 
propose that the Joint Committee 


appointed to consider the constitution 
of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, and to 
report whether economy and efficiency of 
administration would be promoted by 
any change in its constitution or by its 
amalgamation with any other body, 
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do meet in Committee Room A, upon 
Thursday, at half-past Two o’clock. 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY. 
Lords’ Message [this day], relating to 
the time and place of meeting of the 
Joint Committee, considered, and agreed 
to. 


Ordered, That the Committee of thiS 


House do meet the Lords’ Committee as | 


proposed by their Lordships. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint 
them therewith.—(Sir William Wal- 
rond.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | 
“An Act to amend the Law relating to | 


lunatics in Ireland.” Lunacy (Ireland) 


Bill [Lords]. 





SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—MORTALITY 
IN CAMPS OF DETENTION. 


[Motion FoR ADJOURNMENT. ] 


Mr. Lioyp-GeorGce, Member for the 
Carnarvon District, rose in his place, and 
asked leave to move the Adjournment 
of the House for the purpose of discussing 
a definite matter of urgent public im- 


portance, namely, “ the condition of the | 
camps of detention in South Africa, and | 
the alarming rate of mortality amongst | 


the women and children detained there ”’ ; 
but the pleasure of the House not having 


been signified, Mr. SPEAKER called on | 


those Members who supported the 
motion to rise in their places, and not less 
than forty Members having accordingly 
risen— 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: After the 
answer which the Secretary of State has 
given this afternoon, I do not think that 
any apology is necessary for this motion. 
About three weeks ago the hon. Member 
for East Mayo and myself called attention 
to this subject, but the facts which have 
been revealed since showed that we 
considerably understated the case at that 
time. On 2nd May the right hon. 


Gentleman said that in the Transvaal 
there were 284 deaths from Ist January, 
and on 7th May he said that the deaths 
in the Orange River Colony camps since 
February had been 41 men, 80 women, 
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574 
|and 261 children. The answer given 
| to-day proves that, so far from this being 
| the result of temporary conditions, it is 
| growing worse. The deaths in these 
| camps in the Transvaal in a single month 
| were 336—that is a mortality rate, 
according to the rough computation I 
| have made, of 120 per thousand. For 
the sake of the credit and good name of 
this country something should be done 
to put an end to this condition of things, 
'which is going from bad to worse. A 
newspaper published last week the 
details of mortality in one camp. Full 
particulars were given, including the 
names of those who had died ; a question 
was based on them, and the right hon. 
Gentleman consented to ask Lord 
Kitchener as to the facts. We are con- 
stantly hearing of the calumnies of the 
pro-Boer press. But it is not for hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to talk about calum- 
nies in view of those recently circulated 
by their own press. Lord Kitchener, it 
turns out, confirmed every figure of the 
Return which had been published in the 
newspaper, and admitted that the death- 
'rate in this one camp had been 450 per 
thousand. <A deputation went out to 
| these camps from this country. One was 
|a former Member of this House—Mr. 
Joshua Rowntree—and everyone who 
knows him will be convinced of the 
accuracy of every statement he makes. 
His word is as good as his oath. An 
| English lady went out also. She was 
permitted to go as far as Bloemfontein ; 
but Mr. Rowntree was not permitted to 
| go beyond Cape Town, though a great 
deal of persuasion was brought to bear 
(on Sir Alfred Milner, as he then was. 
No doubt what has happened since in 
these camps and elsewhere has entitled 
him to his peerage. What has he done ? 
He has allowed one lady to proceed as far 
as Bloemfontein, but no farther. We 
now know the reason why no one is pete 
mitted to proceed beyond Bloemfontein. 
The facts revealed by the right hon. 
Gentleman, which have come straight 
from Lord Kitchener, show that there 
was a state of things at Johannesburg 
which the Government were afraid to 
exhibit. This lady has made some 
reports as to what was taking place in the 
best of these camps—the best equipped 
and the longest established—and they 
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are sufficiently deplorable. These were 
camps, not of fighting men, every one of 
whom would pass a physical test, but of 
women, many of whom were in a weak 
condition, and of children. Food, in- 
sufficient ; such as was supplied, bad ; 
the women herded together, sometimes 
twelve in a tent ; tents leaking ; clothes 
saturated ; not much clothing allowed ; 
little children half starved ; the food they 
had, bad ; their clothes soaked through 
with rain and dew. What marvel is it 
that the right hon. Gentleman has to tell 
us this tale of hundreds of children 
dying? [A NATIONALIST MEMBER: 
Another Weyler.| The quantity of the 
food is less—I carefully compared it— 
than the amount allowed in this country 
to criminals under hard labour. Here 
is the official Report of the medical 
officer in this very camp about which 
we are inquiring to-day— 

‘“‘ Examined samples of the mealies, and of 
the sugar used. Sample one: mouldy and con- 
tains mite ; unfit for human consumption.” 
This is given to little children. 

‘Sample 2: contains mite, but I could not 
discover any living mite; it is very dangerous 
as human food. Sample 3: a moist sample of 
brown sugar; smells somewhat sour, but with 
microscope could not find ferment or other 
foreign matter, except water ; the sugar is unfit 
for the use of young children.” 


Until recently there were two scales 
in these camps. The fullscale for children 
was—flour and meal, half a pound; 
meat, half a pound; milk, quarter of a 
tin; and so on. But this is for chil- 
dren under six years of age. If relatives 
oncommando, no flour; and only one- 
third of the quantity of meat given to 
other children. Little children under 
six years of age to have no flour, one- 
third the quantity of milk, and no meat 
at all on five days a week, because 
their relatives are on commando! [A 
NATIONALIST MEMBER: Generous Eng- 
lind!] When this statement was first 
made the right hon. Gentleman denied 
it very violently, and it is to his credit 
that he did so, for he did not believe 
it possible that such inhumanity could 
be committed by anybody in authority. 
The warmth of his indignation is credit- 
able to the right hon. Gentleman, and 
it is still more creditable that when he 
discovered that it was a fact he stopped 
at any rate that part of the transaction. 
Mr. Llond-George. 


{COMMONS} 











That the state of things with regard to 
the clothing is very bad is proved by 
the appeal which has been made to 
America by the wife of the Military 
Governor at Pretoria to raise funds— 
‘for the purpose of providing warm clothing 
for the Boer women and children in the 
refugee camps in South Africa, many of whom 
are totally destitute, and unable to provide 
against the cold weather which is now setting 
in.” 


Then she goes on to say— 


‘It is in the name of little children who are 
living in open tents, without fires, and possess- 
ing only the scantiest clothing. that I ask for 
help.” 


An appeal has to be sent by the wife of 
the Military Governor of Johannesburg 
to America to provide for the women and 
children we have taken under our pro- 
tection. 

This, Sir, is the idea of bringing a 
great war to a sucessful issue. We are 
told that war is war, and that, after all, 
these are the necessary consequences of a 
state of war. I do not think that is so. 
We know perfectly well that this is the 
result of a deliberate policy. I cannot 
challenge that policy at the present 
moment, and I do not propose to do so. 
I say that this is the result of a deliberate 
and settled policy. It is not a thing 
which has been done in twenty-four 
hours, tor it has taken months and 
months to do it. The military authori- 
ties knew perfectly well it was to be done. 
and they had ample time to provide for it. 
‘they started clearing the country about 
six months ago, and it is disgraceful 
that five or six months after that 
children should be dying at the rate of 
hundreds per month in the different 
camps. But let me point this out to the 
House. The- rate of. mortality among 
children—and I think this is the most 
disgraceful fact in the whole situation— 
is higher than that amongst the soldiers 
who have braved all the risks of the field. 
The mortality amongst our own troops 
is something like thirty-six per thousand. 
When the epidemic was at its height 
in Bloemfontein the death rate was 
fifty-two per thousand. Even taking 
the argument that war is war, and that 
women and children should not be 
altogether exempt from its dangers, it is 
unfair to class the mortality of soldiers 
in the field with that of women and chil- 
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dren. But while the rate of mortality 
amongst the soldiers in the field is fifty- 
two per thousand, the mortality amongst 
the women and children in these camps 
is 450 per thousand, and we have no right 
to put the women and children in this 
position. What is the assumption of 
the right hon. Gentleman? He says 
that it is by voluntary submission on 
the part of these women and children 
that they are refugees, and that they 
sought our protection. If they are 
seeking our protection, then we are ill 
requiting their confidence. They are 
British subjects, and they are voluntarily 
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British subjects. They came volun- 
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leave these camps. [The hon. Mem- 
ber read one of the petitions referred 
to, and continued:] We are told 
that these people are voluntary refugees 
who ask for our protection, but if this is 
so will the right hon. Gentleman explain 
why the terms of this petition at Kim- 
berley were refused, and why there 
was a barbed wire fence surrounding 
the whole camp? If such a camp is not 
a prison, it is very like one. All round 
the camp there are sentries ‘outside. 
These refugees have asked permission 
to be allowed to go away, and it has 
been refused. There are cases in which 
relatives in Cape Colony have offered 


tarily to seek the protection of the British | to take these women and children under 


flag, and how do we treat them? 
we half starve them. 


Why, | their protection and to pay the expense 
We give them bad | of conveying them and of keeping them, 


food, no shelter, we clothe them badly, | and even this offer has been refused. 


their houses are burned, and their stock 
taken away. This is how you treat those 
who have voluntarily submitted to us. 
This is the first object lesson for them 
under British rule. 


We know 
[Ministerial 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, S.): 
all about that in Ireland. 
laughter. } 





Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): 
Yes, it is common in Ireland; laugh 
at it if you like. 





The right hon. Gentleman cannot 
possibly state, in face of all these facts, 
that these are voluntary refugees. | 
say that it is the very worst policy in the 
world to keep these women and children 
there in these camps against their will, 
and under such conditions. It is per- 
fectly impossible, owing to the circum- 
stances, that these children should not 
suffer. You cannot have children of 
eighteen months and three or four years 
old under these tents, in all sorts of 
weather, without injury to their health. 
You cannot give them the class of food 








Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The right| which you can give to a man in full 
hon. Gentleman says they sought our | health and strength, and there certainly 
protection. Protection against whom ? ought to be some means of protecting 
Is it against their own kith and kin ?) them rather than herding them together 
Is it against the natives? Is there ain these refugee camps, and I appeal 
single case recorded where the natives / to the right hon. Gentleman to do some- 
have attacked these poor women and/ thing in this respect. He must know 
children out on the veldt? No, but/ that it is quite impossible under the con- 
they have been driven and compelled | ditions existing in the Orange River 
to come in. I have got case after case| Colony and the Transvaal to do any- 
which I might quote to the House where | thing to adequately provide for women 
they were compelled to come in—cases| and children in those parts. There are 
where the husband never fought against | two camps which are fairly good, I am 
us, and cases where the husbands are/ told, at Port Elizabeth and Norval’s 
now on commando. There were no| Pont, in CapeColony. There the refugees 
charges against the women, and there | are within reach of a sympathetic popu 
could be none against the poor little | lation, and I put it to the Government 
children, but they were compelled to| that it is better to send these people to 
come into these camps. The right hon. | places where they will have the sym- 
Gentleman says he is perfectly willing| pathy of their kinsmen, for it is too 
that they shall go elsewhere if they | much to expect of flesh and blood that 
have anyone to protect them. They|they will not sympathise with these 
have sent petitions in to the military} refugees. Is it not better that they 
authorities begging to be allowed to! should occupy themselves and exhaust, 


' ¥9 ; 
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as it were, their sympathy upon pro- 
viding for the women and children of 
the men in the field, and thus relieve 
us of the anxiety and the burden, and 
at the same time occupy themselves 
with work of this character? Would 
this not be infinitely better than herding 
these women and children together in 
camps in the Orange Free State, from 
which place all kinds of reports are 
coming with regard to their condition 
and treatment, which have given rise to 
a state of things approximating to 
rebellion? I put it to the right hon. 
Gentleman as a matter of policy that 
this would be infinitely better. I could 
give cases, if time permitted, showing 
what has been done in these camps. 
Some of these women are the wives 
of well-to-do farmers whose husbands 
are on commando. Some of their hus- 
bands are in prison, and some of them 
are curious comments on the reports 
we get of great captures. In one case 
the husband is in prison, and he is an 
old man of something between seventy or 
eighty years of age, and subject to 
epileptic fits. This old man _ never 
fought at all, and he was never on 


commando, but he was_ arrested 
and sent to prison, and _ reported 
as one of our great captures. What an 


absurd thing it is to do things of that 
sort. I have case after case of women 
in these camps whose husbands have 
been sent to Ceylon, Green Point, or 
St. Helena as prisoners of war, and who 
never fought at all against us. They 
include old men between seventy and 
eighty years of age, and the women are 
thrown on our hands while these men 
are kept as prisoners of war. The whole 
country is disturbed and denuded in this 
way, and that is the state of things with 
which we are confronted. I hear it stated 
very often that to feed these women and 
children at all as long as their husbands 
are fighting against us is an illustration 
of our generosity. Really, let us look at 
the circumstances. We set to work 
clearing the country. I have one case 
here where the first thing we did was to 
take over the whole of the cattle in stock 
from the farm. Then we destroyed 
every bag of mealies, and afterwards 
fired the house, burning the furniture 
and everything else in it. Thus we 
deprive these poor women and children 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 
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of everything, and then we take them 
to the camps. Is it really suggested, 
under these conditions, when you deprive 
these women and children of the last 
crust, that it is an instance of great 
generosity on our part that we herd 
them together into camps, giving them 
food of this character, and keeping them 
in such a state that hundreds of children 
die off every month ? To put that forward 
as an illustration of our magnanimity 
is to show that we have not grasped the 
situation at all. After what we have 
done we are bound to keep these women 
and children. 


I say that this policy which has 
been adopted is a perfectly novel method 
of warfare. It is all very well to say that 
we are simply doing what other countries 
have done before us. The only pre- 
cedent for what we have done that | 
know of is that of Spain and Cuba 
before the American occupation. We 
are following that precedent, and Presi- 
dent M‘Kinley in his appeal to the 
American people described the system 
pursued in Cuba in terms which are 
identical with the system we are pur- 
suing in South Africa, and he gave 
an accurate description of what the 
condition of things would necessarily 
be. This is what is going on. We 
cleared the country and denuded it, 
and we left nothing for these poor 
women and children to live upon. We 
herded them together in camps, and, 
after doing all this, I say that it is our 
bounden duty to keep them. I should 
be very sorry to make this a mere party 
question. [Cries of “Oh.”] Well, why 
should it be a party question? Surely 
the protection and feeding of children 
who are brought under our protection, 
and who are our fellow-subjects according 
to our own theory, ought not to be a 
party question. It has nothing to do 
with the origin of the war or the policy 
of the war. Assuming the policy of the 
war to be perfectly right, assuming it 
to be a perfectly just and necessary war, 
surely it does not follow that we ought 
to pursue a policy of extermination 
against children in South Africa. The 
worst of this method of proceeding is 
that the burden of it is falling not upon 
the men on the field, but upon the 
weak and innocent who are outside. 
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Why should the children be punished ?| beggared. He said, “I came home to 
Assume that President Kruger and his! submit; but now, never.’’ Hon. Mem- 


! 


counsellors, assume that the Volksraad' bers can understand this better when 
they are thinking of Englishmen. Is 
all the men in the commandoes, are | 


and the leaders of the people there, and 


responsible for all this business in 
Africa, does it follow that these children 
should be punished for the sins of their 
fathers? I really would appeal to the 


humanity of the House, and I would | 


appeal to policy in this matter. 

I cannot discuss the policy of the recon- 
centrado camps, but let us take it for 
granted that it is a wise step to form 
these camps; would it not have been 
better to give more time to pro- 
vide more shelter and to see that there 
was better food, more of it, more suitable 
food, and plenty of clothing? What 


will happen as the result of all this’ 


mortality among the children? The 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to think 
that the one thing to do was to finish 
the war. It is not so. If once we have 
annexed this country we want to make 
loyal British subjects of the people. Is 
this the way to do it ? 
forget injuries to themselves much more 
readily than they will insults, indignities, 


‘contained therein. 


not that what you would expect from 
an Englishman? He comes home and 
finds this condition of things for no 
harm that he has done. He was bound 
as a loyal subject of the State to fight. 
He did his best as a brave man, and 
having done his best he was prepared to 
surrender. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This is a matter 
that cannot be discussed on the motion 
now before the House. The hon. 
Member obtained leave to discuss the 
condition of the camps of detention in 
South Africa and the alarming rate of 
mortality among women and children 
I think references 


‘to how their presence in camps came 


Brave men will | 


and wrongs to their women and children. | 


[ have looked through 
evidence given by those poor women 
in the camps, and one and all have in- 


a mass of. 


dicated that there was great readiness | 


amongst the well-to do people, especially 
in the Orange Free State, to submit to 
British rule. There were a good many of 
them who felt that they had made their 
protest, and they would have accepted 
it. There is one case given of a man of 
English blood. A cousin of his fought at 
Magersfontein on the other side. I 
believe he is in the Black Watch. That 
man had been a burgher in the Orange 
River Colony. A good many of the 
burghers there and in the Transvaal 
are of British blood. He was prepared to 
submit. On coming home to Jacobsdaal, 
what did he find there? He found his 
home had been burned by the British. 
There was a fight going on at Jacobsdaal. 
The wife did not take part in it. Her 
husband was with the commando. 


They burned her out of her home and 
left her with her little children there. | 
After a fortnight she was taken to some 
camp. The husband found his home 
a blackened ruin, 


and his children 


‘children are non-combatants. 


about cannot be made. The _ hon. 
Member cannot discuss cases of farm 
burning or the way in which the war 
is being carried on. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: This is one 


of the cases in a refugee camp. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That reason would 
involve the discussion probably of a 
great deal of the war. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Very well, 
Mr. Speaker, I bow at once to your 
ruling. I give that as an illustration, 
and what | want to point out is that 
this is the very worst policy we can 
possibly pursue. It is our interest to 
treat women and children well. The 
men are our enemies. We are fighting 
them, but we are bound to fight them 
according to the rules of civilised nations, 
and by every rule of every civilised 
nation it is recognised that women and 
We are 
bound to treat them as neutrals, what- 
ever their feelings and whatever their 
sympathies, and, of course, their sym- 
pathies must be with their own people. 
We are bound to treat them in the best 
possible way. I want to point out to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State for War, when I quote this 
case, that he is going about the settle- 
ment of this question in the very worst 
way. When I say “ him,” I take him 
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as the Minister responsible for this state 
of things. 
moment that he is directly and per- 


sonally responsible for the condition of | 


affairs in South Africa. When children 
are being treated in this way and dying, 
we are simply ranging the deepest 
passions of the human heart against 
British rule in Africa. 


their country, and for humanity—we 
are ranging all these passions against 
settled government under the British 
flag in Africa. It will always be re- 
membered that this is the way British 
rule started there, and that this is the 
method by which it was brought about. 
I will not talk about the probabilities 
of risings in the future, but if you want 
to provide material for them it is to be 
found in the condition of these camps. 
I am making no attack upon the troops 
or the officers in the field, or Lord 
Kitchener, whose hands are full. This 
is a question of policy. It is a question 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to 
take upon himself. This policy has 
desolated the country. It has left these 
poor people beggared. They have come 
and sought the protection of the British 
flag, and I[ say it ought not to be dis- 
honoured by allowing women and 
children to starve in such places. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham- 
shire, Rusheliffe): I rise to second the 
motion which has been made, and in 
doing so I would say that a motion 
for the adjournment of the House is 
not a very convenient way of discussing 
this or any other question. But as 
matters stand it is the only method 
open tous. It has been my lot during 
this session to ask a large number of 
questions with respect to these camps, 
and I can assure anyone who does 
me the honour to listen to me that my 
sole and single object in asking these 
questions has been to get at the truth. 
I do not think that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for War, 
who has shown anxiety to answer to 
the full those questions according to 
the information in his possession, will 
find any fault with questions on this | 
matter. Indeed, I shall be very much | 
surprised if he finds any fault with 
this motion for adjournment, because | 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 


I would not imagine for a 


The love of men | 
for their children, for their home, for 
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if he has a case we are giving him an 
opportunity of placing it before the 
House. The only fault I have to find 
with the right hon. Gentleman is that 
he has not insisted upon those respon- 
sible in South Africa giving him, a 
little earlier, full and accurate informa- 
tion. The House is, indeed, discussing 
a very grave and serious matter. The 
figures read to us this afternoon prove 
that. If I mistake not, there are not 
far short of 60,000 of those whom the 
Government call our fellow subjects 
interned in these camps, for the most 
part surrounded by barbed wire fences, 
with British sentries walking round, 


and, for the most part, unable to 
get out, a large majority of them 
being women and children. There 


is no greater delusion in the mind 
of any man than to apply the term 
“ refugee’? to these camps. They are 
not refugee camps. They are camps 
of concentration, formed by the military 
as the result of military operations in 
the field. The right hon. Gentleman 
ventured to say earlier in the session 
that the people in these camps were not 
prisoners of war, and that those who 
came might go. These are his words. 
He never gave the House more inaccurate 
information than that. When a camp 


| was formed in Cape Colony Mr. Sauer, 
'who has been one of the Ministers of 
‘the Crown a good many times in Cape 


Colony, and probably will be again, did 
his best to get from the camp those 
who had plenty of persons outside the 
camp in good position who were willing 
to take them and treat them as their 
guests. I have his permission to read 
this letter. He says— 


“ Permission to leave the camp is absolutely 
refused. Shortly after the women taken to 
Port Elizabeth were placed in camp guarded by 
armed soldiers, I applied for the release of a 
number of these women whom friends and 
relations in Cape Colony had offered to take 
care of and provide for. I asked the 
Attorney General (Innes) to lay the request 
before the military. He did so, buttherequest 
was not granted.” 


My information regarding these camps 
is derived from personal interviews 
with people who have come home, more 
especially my relative Mr. Rowntree, 
formerly Member of this House for 
Scarborough, who went out at my re- 
quest in December last and returned 
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home in April. The idea that these 
people are inside these camps at their 
own request is an absolute and entire 
fallacy. 
devastation of the country. 
Alfred Milner—now Lord 
was glad to see, in a despatch which was | 
more of a leading article than a despatch. | 
as it contained more argument than | 
information, said— | 


Even Sir 


“T am glad to think that this measure” | 


—that is, the devastation of the country— | 
| 
| 


“is very seldom, if ever, resorted to.” 


But Lerd Kitchener told the people | 
whom he ealled together in the market | 
square at Pretoria that— | 
“it is essential that the country should be | 


cleared; our forces are compelled to denude the | 
country of everything movable.”’ 


I am not going to discuss the policy at 
the moment, but merely to state the 
facts. How do these people reach the 
camps? The pictures drawn by those 
who have shared in the journeys to 
and the life in these camps are terrible. | 


Hundreds and thousands of women and | 
children sat in open trucks for twenty- | 
four, forty-eight, and even seventy-two | 
hours—pent up like the passengers 


{17 JuNE 1901} 


| dark voluminous hoods. 
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one from Mr. Rowntree. What he says 
is this— 


“In one tent news was brought us that 


It arises from the military | more prisoners were coming.” 


Milner—[| Lhey do not talk there about refugees. 


“Their quick eyes caught them detraining 
when I could distinguish nothing at all.” 


I am told that the eyesight of these 
Boers is of two miles greater radius 
than that of the British soldiers. 


*“A few soldiers first, who looked good- 
natured and as if they did not greatly relish 
their work; then a long procession, broken 
often intoclumps. They were chiefly mothers 
and children, many babies in arms, many 
clutching at gown or hand. Most of them 
were weary, sad, and grave, a look of destitu- 


| tion imprinted on faces and clothing alike. 


All, down to the infants, had some little thing 
—presumably the most precious and necessary 
possession—clasped in one hand. <A _ water- 
bottle, a kettle, a bundle (small) of clothing, a 
bag with a few provisions (rare). One lone 
woman was cherishing a cat. One old woman 
came along in a ricksha, the rest were all on 
foot. One little lad of seven or eight was so 


| tired that he laid down twice in the grass and 


was made to goon. They had no umbrellas 
against thesun. Their head-dresses were mostly 
The general effect 
was very sombre, and infinitely sad; two or 


| three I saw in tears, and I had to move away 


by myself for a time.” 





‘with many quotations, but I must give 





in the old third-class carriages in this That picture might be multiplied by the 
country which men of my age can dozen. : 

remember forty-five years ago. They| The right hon. Gentleman told 
were not allowed to leave these trucks. | US expressly the other day that these 
At more than one station what happened people were not prisoners of war. They 
when these trains came in? The chil- | ave British subjects in the eyes ol 
dren were wailing—not crying; they | the Government. Surely the responsi- 
had lost the power to ery ; they were | bility on us is great and terrible 
wailing with hunger. Their mothers|to see _ that the conditions — of 
were trying to leave the train to get | their environment are healthy and 
provisions for them, but they were forced | decent under the circumstances. What 
back into the trucks at the point of | are the actual conditions ? You have 
British bayonets. The very soldiers | these vast batches of humanity swept 
were so heart-broken and grieved by | into these camps; and let the House 
what they saw that they distributed | remember that you have among them 
their own rations among the women | all sorts and conditions of people. You 
and children—a tribute to the humanity | have what you might have if you swept 
of the}British soldier, a humanity which | an area of a few acres of Chelsea or other 
I acknowledge is exhibited on those portions of London—persons who have 
benches opposite as fully as on these been accustomed to live—I speak from 
in many instances. Do not think| knowledge—in great luxury, delicate 
Iam making this a political matter. | children who have been accustomed to 


It is too high and sacred to be dragged | have all their wants supplied, along with 
arrived | persons of considerable poverty, accus- 





into politics. These trains v 
after these long journeys at the|tomed to endure hardships. I am 
camps. I will not trouble the House | told, and I believe, that in the majority 


of the camps the shelter is very deficient 
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indeed. It is deficient both against the 
South African heat and specially against 
the South African winter. The over- 
crowding in some of the tents has been 
something terrible. If we were not dis- 
cussing this matter we should be probably 
discussing the Factory and Workshops 
Acts Amendment Bill. Now, we have 
taken the very greatest possible security 
within the last thirty or forty years that 
factories and schools should be provided 
with an adequate number of cubic feet of 
air. But I have been told by those who 
have been in these tents that the only 
description which can be applied to them 
is that they are like the Black Hole of 
Calcutta. 
through the rations, which from the 
point of view of women and children are 
not at all satisfactory. As to 
differentiation of rations between those 
whose husbands and fathers 
surrendered and those whose relatives 


have ! 


{COMMONS} 


As to the food, I have gone | 





the | 
‘them in the shape of a Return, which | 


are still on commando, I will say that | 
a more diabolical arrangement was never | 
‘to what I eall the social aspect of the 


entered into by any civilised nation. 
I acquit the right hon. 
of bemg responsible for this. 
further. I acquit the 
Curiously enough, I do not see the 
Colonial Secretary present. When we 
are discussing one of the many fruits of 
the policy of the Secretary for the Colonies 
he always absents himself from the 
House. I acquit the Government of 
responsibility for what | call this diaboli- 
cal arrangement, and I was delighted 


when I heard the right hon. Gentleman | 


get up and say that this thing was at an 
end. But still the food is insufficient 
and bad, and the matter requires looking 
into at once. Then there is the water 
supply ; it has, in many cases, been ex- 
tremely bad, extremely impure, and ex- 
tremely insufficient. There have been 
camps in which for weeks there has not 
been—I almost half smile when I mention 
it—a particle of soap, although there are 
thousands of women and children in 
these camps. We know what an appa- 
rently small matter like that really 
means. Then in regard to cooking 
—the means of firing and cooking have 
been entirely insufficient. The furniture 
in those tents, the household utensils 
and implements, have also been deficient. 
Some of my informants tell me that there 
were scores and hundreds of women 


Mr. John Ellis. 





Gentleman | 
I go} 
Government. | 
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unable to get a needle and thread. 
Think what that means! I turn to a 
more serious grievance. Births are 
taking place in these camps, and there 
has been insufficient medical attendance- 
in the hour of woman’s greatest need. 
There have been deaths, but I will not 
dwell upon or emphasise the Returns— 
the awful Returns of mortality. I dare- 
say the right hon. Gentleman will get up 
and endeavour to show that matters are- 
improving. It may well be so, but let us 
have the full facts as to mortality month 
by month. I ask him to lay on the 
Table of the House a schedule of the 
actual deaths in each of these camps. He 
told me a good many weeks ago that he 
had inquired for Returns to be presented 
to the House. Let us have the actual 
figures. It would be very easy to place 
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hope he will consent to have laid on the 
Table of the House. Again, the nursing 
and the hospital accommodation leave 
a great deal to be desired. I turn now 


matter. Here are these 60,000 people, 
more or less, going to rest, but many 
of them not to bed, every night 
knowing that they are practically in a 
prison, and waiting every morning to 
meet another long, weary day. What 
provision is there for their occupation ? 
They come into these camps naturally 
brooding over their wrongs—wrongs 
with which we can sympathise—wrongs 
against which we ourselves would fight 
to the death. What provision is being 
made for the education of the children ? 
I am aware that something is being done, 
but not very much. Again, what pro- 
vision is made for religious services ? 
We open our proceedings every afternoon: 
with a recognition of our common 
Christianity. What access has been 
allowed to the camps to ministers of 
religion ? What is done on the Sundays 
for religious services ? 

I hope, Sir. that the right hon. 
Gentleman will give us some _ in- 
formation on these points. This is not 
a passing matter. These people are 
there day by day, week after week, 
month after month, and Heaven alone 
knows how soon these things will come 
to an end. I am quite sure there is not 
a man on the Treasury Bench who will 
make a prophecy on that. We are 
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responsible in the sight of God and man | our sympathies go out. But I would 
for these people, who are British sub-| ask, in the name of our common Chris- 
jects. It is pitiful to read the letter | tianity, that the Government should at 
of the wife of the British general at Pre- | once take such steps as will alleviate the 
toria appealing to the people of the sufferings and improve the condition of 
American Republic for help for these | the women and children in the camps in 
women and children. We ought not to South Africa. 

have allowed such a letter to be written. | 

All honour to that good woman, but Motion made, and Question proposed, 
we ought not to have allowed that letter |“ That this House do now adjourn.” — 
to have gone across the Atlantic when | (Mr. Lloyd-George.) 

we are voting hundreds of millions | 

sterling for prosecuting this war. But) THe SECRETARY or STATE rcr 
that good woman’s heart was wrung at. WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
the scenes of misery in the camps. It | ford): I do not suppose that any Member 
isa slur upon us, upon the British House who has listened to the hon. Member 
of Commons, upon the British Govern-| who has just sat down doubts for a 
ment, that that letter should be neces-; moment his real and earnest belief in the 
sary. Our honour is concerned. I have case which he has put before the House. 
endeavoured, and I hope I have suc-| But the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
ceeded, in avoiding any political asperity | in introducing this question asked very 
in my remarks. I would not have risen pertinently why this should be a party 
to second this motion unless I had, what question. I confess I thought his own 
I venture to term, the humanitarian action in the matter and the manner 
aspect of the question mainly in my/in which this subject has been intro- 
mind. It is on that ground that I | duced into the House to-night gave some 
appeal to the right hon. Gentle- answer to the question which he hiniself 
man. I ask him to give us full informa-| asked. This question is brought before 
tion and let us have all the facts and! the House as a definite matter of urgent 

figures; but, above all, I ask him that public importance—so urgent that no 
duly accredited persons from this country, | notice can be given to the Government 

ladies of the type of Miss Florence|that such a question is going to be 

Nightingale, shall have free access to| raised—{[An Hon. Member: Blocking 

these camps, and that the British public | motion]—this, curiously enough, being 

will be able to send whatever they may|the third Parliamentary Government 

desire under proper safeguards. I re-| night on which a definite matter of urgent 

ceived this afternoon, and I was very | public importance has been found to Le 
thankful to get it, a letter from a lady | brought forward to delay the progress cf 

now in South Africa who spoke in| public business. I submit that under 
the highest terms of the facilities | those circumstances there does seem to 

which Sir Hely Hutchinson had given} me to have been a lack of precaution in 

her to visit some of these camps. I | avoiding the element of party which the 

hope that is the beginning of a new|hon. Member himself might on re- 
departure, and that in future accredited | consideration discover in his own motion. 

ladies will not be refused access to these | When I speak of notice I say again, as I 

camps. I acknowledge at once the! have said before in this House, that I am 

manner in which Sir Hely Hutchinson | ready at all times to answer for any 

has acted. The lady in question, by the | subject connected with the war for which 

way, is not of my own political way of | Lord Kitchener or the authorities ean be 

thinking. She went out to South Africa | called in question ; but if the House of 

not to criticise the Government, but to| Commons desires to have anything 

do what she could to alleviate distress. | except a partial and a hurried considera- 

War is a terrible thing. The people of | tion, on the spur of the moment, of the 

this country are now finding it out. It} matters brought before us—brought 

may be that among those who do me the | before us by elaborate speeches with long 
honour to listen to me there are some notes by hon. Members opposite—if the 

who have suffered family bereavements object is not to snatch an argument 

in this terrible war. Towards all such; unawares or to snatch a division un- 
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awares, then there can be no{which led to these women and 
objection, upon a matter of great|children being in the camps. The 


public importance, to giving some notice 
to the Government of intention to bring 
it forward. And there is another point 
upon which I must dwell for one moment. 
lt these questions are to be brought 
forward from a purely humanitarian 
‘and patriotic standpoint, I think they 
ought not to be accompanied by these 
uttacks which were made by the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon upon the general 
humanity with which the war has been 
carried on. I resent these attacks. 
I resent them because the mistakes of 
the war in that respect have been an 
excess of confidence in the advantage 





which humanity would give us in dealing | 


with the Boers throughout the cam- 
paign. Lord Roberts began by making 
what has since been found to be a great 
blunder—that was, by allowing Boers 
on parole in the Orange Free State to go 
back to their farms. That piece of 


humanity has, no doubt, cost us a con- | 


siderable prolongation of the war. These 
men went back to their farms, and they 
did not keep their parole. Every farm- 
house became a fresh recruiting agency 


for the enemy, and after the men had | 


gone back on commando the farmhouses 
occupied by the women became depots 


from which they got supplies and stores | 


and from which they obtained infor- 
mation of the movements of our troops. 


It was absolutely necessary to put a stop | 


to those proceedings. It was a necessity 


which every general would have felt, | 


and which if he had not recognised he 
would have been greatly wanting in 
his duty. Then what occurred? Lord 
Roberts in several instances endeavoured 
to get the Boer generals to look after 
their own women and children. If they 
had been willing, as they were able, 
when they retired before us—they had 
the line of railway—to provide for their 
women and children, many of those 
difficulties which are now complained of 
would never have occurred ; but they 
persistently threw on us the charge of 
looking after their women and children ; 
they traded on our humanity in the 
matter, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am. afraid I 
must stop the right hon. Gentleman 
when he goes into the military policy 


Mr. Brodrick. 





question for discussion is the condition 
of the camps and the treatment of the 
women and children there. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Certainly, Sir, I 
desire to speak entirely within the limits 
of your ruling ; but my desire is to show 
that a large number of those individuals 
who are now in the camps would not 
be there if we could have induced the 
enemy to recognise their own responsi- 
bilities in the matter. I would say that 
a large number of these refugees are now 
in camp, not owing to any wish of the 
Government, but owing to the action 
of their own friends. Then we have 
gone a step further, and we have in camp 
a certain number who have come volun- 
tarily, because they wanted food and 


| shelter, and we have a certain number 


who are there because the country had 
to be cleared. All those put upon us 
a burden which it was hoped by the 
enemy we should not be able to bear, 
but which we are endeavouring to bear. 
If hon. Members could realise what 
it is in a country like this, with every 
convenience, to keep 63,000 persons 
properly sheltered and fed, even with 
every opportunity and every source of 
supply, they would have some conception 
of what the difficulty is in a country 
fed by single lines of railway, along which 
most of the food has to be brought from 
the base, and where there are 250,000 
soldiers whom it is our firstdutyto supply. 
When I am told that the case of these 
individuals is not what we should wish 
it to be, I entirely agree. It cannot be 
so, and it will not be so. When you 
have a country in a state of war you 
will have to hear of sufferings you do 
not like to hear of. So you would if 
you went into our own camps to-night 
and saw what men who are on trek are 
enduring at this moment, in spite of 
every provision we have there and every 
arrangement we can make for them. 
The only question between the House 
and the Government can be if you chal- 
lenge our policy in keeping these women 
incamp. Then we are willing to answer 
for it, for we know well that from the 
moment we begin to scatter these people 
broadeast throughout the country one 
of two things will happen—either a con- 
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siderable number of persons will starve, ; which it has been found impossible to 
and there will be material for diatribes) get women who have not been accus- 
even more violent than those we have | tomed to life in camp to recognise that 
heard in this House, or you will have the first law for the preservation of life 
again those difficulties to encounter and health, when an epidemic is raging, 
ot your own troops finding themselves |is to obey the precautions the doctor 
at every moment coming across enjoins. With regard to the other 
depots made for the enemy, leading camps, 1 have to complain a little that 
without doubt to the prolongation of the this motion is put forward so hurriedly. 
war. We are not willing to face either It was only on Friday that I received 
of these contingencies. it is urged that notice that a question on the subject was 
we have not done sufficient to make to be asked, and I have not yet received 
these camps sanitary, and to preserve from Lord Kitchener the most recent 
human life. I deny it altogether. It statistics as to the mortality during the 
is said that they are going from bad to month of May. These I hope to receive 
worse. Those who have been out there, within the next two or three days. But, 
and who have come to see me since they | generally speaking, our principle has 
came back, having gone out there to! been to have the food which is given 
distribute goods and luxuries beyond examined. There may, and there must, 
actual necessaries among the women be instances over so large an area when 
and children in the camps, have, I think, the food cannot always be given in the 
in every single case, assured me that’ best condition, but, generally speaking, 
things, so far from going from bad to it is good and sound. I have heard it 
worse, have been steadily ameliorating. | said this evening that the food is the food 

The camps were begun at a peculiarly of criminals. It is the food that is given 
unfortunate time. In the month of to the British soldier. You cannot give 
January, shortly after they were estab- luxurious food under circumstances such 
lished, owing to the incursion of De Wet a8 prevail at this moment in the Trans- 
into Cape Colony, which resulted in the vaal and the Orange River Colony. The 
lines being cut in the rear, there was the hon. Member asked me a question as to 
greatest difficulty both in supplying religious ministrations in these camps, 
the troops and supplying the camps ; and I specially inquired into that matter. 
but sinee they have been established | There has been an attempt in each camp 
every attempt has been made to get up to provide schools of instruction, and I 
shelter, to supply sanitary conveniences, | Understand from Lord Kitchener that 
to seethat proper medical appliances are @tTangements have been made for reli- 
within their reach. As I told the hon. | gious ministrations. Attempts have been 
Member this afternoon, in the camp of made to set up various forms of labour in 
Johannesburg there has been undoubt- order to occupy the inmates of the camps, 
edly a severe epidemic. I will go further. and many attempts have been made to 
I say that a great deal of that epidemic provide amusements, so as to prevent the 
is, so far as my information goes, due 1mates from suffering from dejection 
to the conduct, unluckily, of the Boer 2nd despondency. But when the hon. 
women themselves who are there. They Member asks that there should be free 
find it very difficult to make up their access to the camps, we enter on a diffe- 
minds to accept the ordinary medical Tent category. The opinion of Lord 
arrangements for separation and the Kitchener, which is shared by Lord 
ordinary precautions which are taken Milner and by His Majesty’s Government, 
agunst an epidemic of that character. 38 that it is highly desirable that in each 
They will not accept the rule as to dieting | locality there should be a local committee 
patients. An instance has come to my formed, on which there might be Dutch 
knowledge to-day in a private letter. A | Tepresentatives and ministers of religion, 
woman who had a child suffering from | 22d which, in conjunction with the 
dysentery in the camp gave that child | commandant, will have the opportunity 
—although proper food was there and | of organising to some extent amusements 
was ordered by the doctor —a raw 0F other means of occupation in the 
carrot, and the child died in four hours. | camps. The committee will also be able 
‘That is only one of many instances in | to distribute such things as may be sent 
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out from this country or given by 
charitable people for the relief of inmates. 
Local effort of that kind has the entire 
concurrence of the Government. But 
if by free access from here is meant the 
sending out of individuals who, however 
little they may desire it, are to become 
centres of agitation and trouble, then we 
are opposed tothat form of intervention. 
We do not want the men who have been 
spreading in Cape Colony blood-curdling | 
pamphlets, highly-coloured statements, 
and untrue narratives, which have) | 
accentuated the bitterness of the war, to | 
intervene in order to make still more | 
difficult a difficult situation. Through | 
these local committees philanthropy will | 
have full scope ; and upon this point the | 
hon. Gentleman has made a personal | 
appeal to me and to the Government | 
not to be backward in taking up a fresh | 
position. Our position throughout the | 
matter has been this. 


S. A. War—Mortality in 





*MR. 
understand the right hon. Gentleman. 
I did not ask the Government to take 
up a fresh position; that would be a} 
political matter, and I did not deal | 


| 


with the policy of the Government in| 


this matter. 


Mr. BRODRICK: 
hon. Gentleman to suggest that it was | 
a matter of policy ; that we ought to | 
intervene. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I did not say a 
word about the policy. 





Mr. BRODRICK: I only spoke from 


recollec ion, but—— | 





*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I have my own | 
opin'cn as to the policy of the Govern- | 
ment ‘> the matter, but I did not state it, 
M1 RODRICK : We cannot scatter 
thes »:dividuals over the colony again. | 
We : in communication with Lord 
Kite]: ) cr as to those who can find homes | 


for ther selves where they can be main- | 
tained. To that extent we shall be only | 
too glad to rid ourselves of the responsi- 

bility of looking after them. We cannot 

undertake that life in the camps shall be | 
otherwise than simply healthful, as far 
as we can secure that, and we shall also, 
as far as we can, surround them with 


Mr. Brodrick. 





{COMMONS} 


JOHN ELLIS: I do not quite| 
| admitted by the right hon. Gentleman, 


| 
| 
| 














Camps of Detention. 


proper medical and other attentions, 
But the one thing which can help these 
camps is the cessation of the war. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): It rests with you. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The cessation of 
the war will not be accelerated by speeches 
such as were made by the hon. Member 
who has just interrupted me, who has 


| given every encouragement—— 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Pooh! 
Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 


may not have the manners I should 
desire, and he is not chary of what he 
says himself either about his opponents 


| or about British soldiers in the field. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I challenge 
\the right hon. Gentleman to prove 
|any inaccuracy except——([Laughter.] 
Everything I said was true, and was 





except that it was of the Kaffrarians and 
Brabant’s Horse, and not of the Austra- 
lian Horse. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not wish to 


| pursue the subject, but before I leave it 


I understood the | | charged a body of men with mutiny who 


| I desire to say that the hon. Member 
had never mutinied. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I claim the 
right to reply to that statement, and to 
point out that that was an error, which 
I corrected before the right hon. Gentle- 
man. I apologised to the Australians, 
and named the persons who were 
responsible. 


*Toe DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr. J. W. 
LowTHER, Cumberland, Penrith, who 
had taken the Chair during the tem- 
porary absence of the Speaker) : I fear 
that the discussion is rather disorderly. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Then he 
ought not to have begun it. 


*TuE DEPUTY SPEAKER: It was the 
hon. Member himself who first inter- 
rupted the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. BRODRICK : My past experience 
of the hon. Member teaches me that he 
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is very little careful of what he says 
about others. The hon. Member inter- 
rupts me, and I think I am entitled to 
reply to what he says. I wish hon. 
Members would be a little more careful 
in the language which they use, for 
expressions used in this House come back 
to me from South Africa by every mail. | 
Our one desire is that there may be | 
restored that condition of peace in the | 
Transvaal which will enable these women | 
to go back to their homes. [An How. | 
MemBer: Never, never!] We will) 
do what we can to preserve them from | 
unnecessary suffering, whether they | 
come to us of their own accord, or through 
our exercise of force, or through the 
neglect of their own people. More than 
that we cannot say. I believe there is a. 
universal feeling among those who have | 
gone out that the desire of the comman- 
dants of the camps is to exercise all the | 
humanity they can. But humanity 
has its limits in this one respect. We are | 
not going, either by releasing these | 
people in large numbers or by any sign 
of faltering in our policy, which is to 
pursue this war to its conclusion, to 
hang a burden on the backs of the 
military authorities in South Africa, 
or to take any other step which would 
lead to the prolongation of the war. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. Gentle- 
man made a complaint, at the beginning 
of his speech, of the way in which this 
matter has been brought before the 
House, and he complained especially | 
that there had been no opportunity for 
him to prepare the facts for the argu- 
ment he would have to use. There was 
an interjection at that point which | 
think showed that there was perfect 
justification for the action of my hon. | 
friend in not giving any public, or even 
semi-public, notice of his intention. | 
The justification is simply this: that | 
if any such notice had been given, there 
would have been immediately put down 
a“ blocking ” notice, which would have 
prevented this motion from being brought 
forward. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Notice might have 
been given me this morning. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman has only to 
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| distant date, to the 


| going to endure this. 
excite some strange feeling amongst us 
'to know that these camps of Boer women 
|and children are surrounded by fences 


598 
look at the Notice Paper and he will 
see there are three subjects—one of them 
of very small importance, but the other 
two of very large importance—which the 
House of Commons is absolutely debarred 
from discussing by ‘notices of motion 


Camps of Detention. 


'so transparent in their purpose, and so 


shadowy and useless in themselves, that 
they ought not to be allowed to remain 
for that purpose on the Notice Paper 
any longer. There is the question of 
farm burning. No one can say a word 
upon it, because the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Wigtonshire wishes 
to call the attention of the House to the 
Return on farm-burning in South Africa, 
and to move a resolution. There is the 
question of press censorship, and the 
nature of the information which is 
vouchsafed to the people of this country 
with regard to all that is being done in 
their name; but the hon. Member for 
North Ayrshire is anxious to call the 
attention of the House, at some unknown 
communication of 
news from South Africa and to the exer- 
cise of the censorship, and to move a 
resolution. The other day a compara- 
tively trifling incident occurred. Two 
Boer prisoners attempted to escape, were 
caught, tried, and punished. That may 
have been right or wrong—I am not 
speaking as to that now—but immediately 
the conscience or the interest of the 
hon. Member for a division of Sussex 
is so exercised that he also wishes to call 
the attention of the House to this inci- 
dent, and to move a resolution. Why, 
Sir, the farce is transparent. 1 wonder 
how long the House of Commons is 
It may, perhaps, 


of barbed wire, but there is a barbed 


| wire fence around the House of Commons, 


which prevents us exercising the ordinary 
rights of speech which belong to this 


Assembly. 
So much, Sir, for the motion 
which has been made. The whole 


question is two-fold, and I confess, a 
once, that the part to which my hon. 
friend confines the attention of the 
House, although eminently urgent and 
deserving of attention, cannot, I think, 
be discussed without reference to the 
other portion, and that other portion 
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we are precluded from discussing. What | One word I wish to say which I omitted 


I object to is the whole policy of concen- to say, and which is recalled to me by 
tration, the whole policy of destroying the use of the word “ refugee.” 4 
the homes of women and children, | believe that two pleas used Mawes tke 
driving them in circumstancesof consider- little foundation. The first is that thes 
able cruelty, certainly of unintentional’ are refugees who have fled from starva. 
cruelty, into these camps. Under the tion, and perhaps fear of worse evils. to . 
very natural and proper ruling of the into the camps ; and the other plea ba ake 
Speaker we cannot discuss the whole of they have had to go there or to be taken 
that side of the question, and what we there in order to escape from the vindic. 
have, therefore, to speak on is merely tiveness of the native population. I have 
the condition of those camps. Now, not seen a single authenticated case of 
Sir, I have not seen the report of Mr. women and children in any farm, how. 


Rowntree, long a respected Member of ever outlying or remote and undefended 
) bs 


this House, but | am acquainted with suffering anything from the natives 
the reports of the gallant and plucky | On the contrary—and I do not know 
alo ia mee S son 3 f ‘ ‘ 
ge “aed om sie ae “2 aad it has struck hon. Members as 
oO ae ett: ve , § / 9 x 
these unfortunate people ; and I wish to ese gow ae geen Tora 
> . . . | ¢ a. Ax 
eid vo be ge eo aang Los = ne closely by the Boers, who have been 
a ac’ ‘ts “ leir nearest neighbours. Nor is that 
their most remarkable fairness. She aj] ; at any rate Tiewe not heard of sie 
brings no accusation, and I am sure that case where the women have soodivan 
“09 of o ame ee * ything but the most humane assistance 
or myself, y yer Si y rom the natives. There i loubt : 
y* a ee Ss. s no doubt at 
w = ed pew Sued pens ia all that the state of things in the camps is 
f ers , : 
odiow esl it te Abit -aghowtiscn perfectly horrible, and I trust that these 
ry Pea i dl Poceadtenp ate, sin oe will og published, so that the 
vhic oy hid arr} ‘ ~ British people may know the state of 
sider, to use a word which I have already things peop “9 
applied to it, barbarous. There are no 
people in the weld who ted that tur-| . After all, what we have to do is to con- 
harity more than the unfortunate men sider what is to be done with these people 
whose duty it is to enforce that system. te — they are there. The right hon. 
But there can be no question that much — eman says that we cannot break 
of what the right hon. Gentleman said is them up and disperse them and have the 
well founded when he assured the House Rage starving all ie the country. 
that every effort has been made by the an one proposes that. There are two 
commandants of these camps in most C@SSes of women. There are those who 
cases to alleviate the sufferings of the have relatives and friends to whose 
unfortunate people entrusted to their houses they could go in Cape Colony, 
care under difficulties of a perfectly | ¥ ho would receive them and treat them 
overwhelming character. The numbers } ¥ ell. When they have asked for that 
coming in were so great as to swamp all | Permission it has been refused. ‘There 


the preparations that had been made. "8 another class of women who say, “‘ Let 
This lady went to a camp, and after | me and my children go back to my farm, 


spending a little time there was satisfied and, even if there be only scorched walls, 
that things were a little better. She T would be able to scrape, with the help 
goes back after a few weeks, and finds | cf those in the neighbourhood I know. 
that perhaps 2,000 more of these so- | 4 few vegetables or something to keep us 
called refugees have been brought into | alive. Only take us out of this place in 
the camp and therefore the whole | which we are.” Surely that, at least. 
thing is upset, and the difficulties are could be done. And with regard to those 
worse than ever. That is the sort of | who must remain, who have been brought 


hopeless task that these unfortunate | there in a ruined and starving condition 
|—with regard to them I am not at all 


British officers have put upon them—to | —¥ c 
undertake to provide the necessaries | satisfied or disposed to he content with 
of life for those unfortunate people. | 


Sir H. Camphell-Bonnerman. 


this idea of a local committee which is te 
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look after them. Where are the materials | taken by the women of it. They say. 
in the greater part of these localities for ‘* You bring us here, and you think that 
these local committees? What I would by inflicting hardships upon us and our 
urge upon the Government is to send out 'children you will induce us to bring 
a staff of nurses and competent civilian pressure to bear upon our husbands.” 
medical men. In some of these camps | But they answer in the well-known 
there is hardly any medical assistance at words of Lord Chatham, which have 
all, and in others there are only one or; already been quoted to-night, ‘* Never, 
two Army doctors. I do not wish to never, never.” Is this the way to train 
speak disrespectfully of Army doctors, up these people to be kindly, contented, 
but the diseases of women and children and friendly fellow citizens, imposing 
are not quite the branch of the profession upon them sufferings which by a little 
with which they are most accustomed to foresight might have been avoided? The 
deal, and I know that in many cases there best way of avoiding it would have been 
has been really no competent medical to have left them in their own homes, but. 
advice to be obtained on the spot. As to if they must be deported, surely ample 
nursing, this gallant lady, of whose report | provision should be made beforehand : 
we have been speaking, herself in two or and as that was not done, let us make 
three camps organised a sort of scratch Up for past remissness. Let the Govern 
team of nurses of the younger Boer Ment send out not only sufficient stores 
women, and accomplished a greatamount 1 they are wanting, but, above all. a 
of good. What is the objection to send- number of capable men and women 
ing a certain number of skilled doctors who will teach these people the laws of 
and. above all, of nurses in order to do health, which the right hon. Gentleman 
what is necessary both for the sanitation Says they are inclined to transgress, and 
and the healing of the inhabitants of these thus induce a better state of things than 
camps ? The right hon. Gentleman that which has been brought before us. 
says that we do not want people to go in 

there to stir up agitation. [Cheers.] *Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
Certainly not. The hon. Gentlemen We are told that all these things of which 
who cheer, therefore, think you cannot we have heard are part of the terrible 
find in the United Kingdom a dozen realities of war and cannot be avoided : 
or twenty doctors and perhaps a score that nothing is being done which cannot 
or a hundred of nurses who can be be defended or which is contrary to 
trusted to go into these camps without humanity. We are also told that these 
spreading unnecessary political agitation. things may be very dreadful, but if the 
[think better of both doctors and nurses. war is to be brought to an end they are 
[am quite certain that this is the course necessary. I think it will be admitted, 
which humanity dictates, and it is the however, that there are some things 
only course which will convince these which we have not a right to do even in 
unhappy women and children, so far order to shorten somewhat the duration 
as they can realise the circumstances, of the war. I do not think we can for a 
that the British people really care for moment admit that women and children 
them and desire to save them from ought to be swept up in this way and 
unnecessary pain and suffering. The | taken from their homes unless we have 
right hon. Gentleman talks of closing |some means of providing for them. It 
the war, of ‘‘ bringing it to a conclusion.” | cannot be contended that we are justified 
That is the desire of everyone, but the last for any purpose whatever in bringing 
way to bring it to a conclusion is by these women and children into a con- 
doing what has been done for the last | dition in which they are bound to die 
two or three months. Will not the view | or to undergo terrible sufferings. But. 
naturally adopted be—of course, Ido not even granted that these measures are 
suppose for a moment that it was the necessary—which I do not for a moment 
intention of His Majesty’s Government— | admit, for I think that even from a 
but are we not open to having it said | military point of view the whole pro- 
that because we cannot effectively deal | ceedings are a mistake—we have to 
with the men we are trying to get hold | consider whether the Government are 
ofthe women ? Yes, and that is the view | doing their best for these women. I 
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think it is perfectly obvious that in an 
immense number of cases they are not. 
We have heard a great deal to-night 
about the sufferings of these people, but 
I do not believe that either on this or 
the other side of the House hon. Members 
in the least degree realise the extent 
of the sufferings. I do not believe that 
any hon. Members can realise what it 
means for women and children to be 
living, a dozen of them together, lying 
on the bare ground, in a little bell 
tent with the thermometer at 100° 
or 110°, with torrential rains and 
morning dews coming through and 
wetting everything inside. But even 
supposing we are bound to do this, 
then the question arises, Are we obliged, 
having brought the people there, to 
keep them there? That is a question 
which I think the Secretary of State 
for War has not sufficiently considered, 
and to which he certainly has given 
no satisfactory answer. We want to 
know why it is that these people are 
kept as prisoners in these camps. There 
have been practically none released. 
Some months ago there were two or 
three cases in which certain of the 
women were allowed to go to their 
friends. That, however, was stopped, 
and now we have the state of things 
that there are some 60,000 women and 
children, many of whom have friends 
elsewhere willing to receive them and to 
pay for their journey to them, kept in 
our hands as prisoners. I say that 
this is a disgrace, and if children die 
and women fall ill it is upon us that the 
responsibility lies, and upon the fair 
fame of this country lies the discredit. 
I hope we may hear more from the 
Secretary for War on this subject. He 
has given us a little hope to-night, and 
we were glad, at any rate, that we have 
obtained a little good from the debate, 
and that the right hon. Gentleman has 
promised to look into this matter for 
himself. I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will go a good deal further. We 
were told at first that the women went 
into the camps voluntarily as refugees, 
but it is now admitted that they are 
prisoners. Some of them tried to run 
away, but soldiers were sent to bring 
them back. We are entitled to ask that 
the women and children who are in the 
‘camps against their will, and who have 


Mr. C. P. Scott. 
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relatives in Cape Colony willing to take 
them, should be allowed to leave. I am 
told if the women and children were 
allowed to do this a great majority 
of them would be provided for in Cape 
Colony. Further, we ask that the 
Secretary of State for War shall not on 
any consideration whatever add to the 
already enormous number of these 
refugees unless he can provide for them 
in a decent and humane manner, and 
also that he will, to the utmost of his 
power, endeavour to find homes for 
these people, or permit them to find 
homes for themselves in Cape Colony, 
where they can be kindly treated and 
taken care of. Unless these things are 
done, the responsibility for the terrible 
mortality that occurs will rest upon the 
right hon. Gentleman and the Govern- 
ment. It is all very well to say that 
it is only measles, but the constitutions 
of the children are utterly undermined 
and enfeebled to such an extent that 
they are unable to resist any illness 
which may attack them. This is a 
terrible state of things, and one which 
the House and the country cannot be 
satisfied with, and we have a right to 
appeal to the humanity of the Govern- 
ment to see that a remedy is found. 


Camps of Detention. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
My hon. friend who has just sat down 
is, I think, justified at all events to this 
extent—that the facts to which he has 
alluded are facts to which the House 
of Commons ought to attend. The 
statistics as to the death-rate alone con- 
stitute a subject on which we might 
well spend some time in debate. While, 
however, I entirely sympathise with my 
right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition in his objection to “ blocking 
notices,’’ my sympathy goes out also to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State for War, who finds himself 
plunged into a debate of this kind with- 
out any notice. I think it would have 
been in the interests of the question 
itself if some intimation, however in- 
formal, had been conveyed to the right 
hon. Gentleman this morning that the 
topic was going to be discussed, in order 
that we might have had before us a full 
statement on what, to my mind, is a very 
grave subject—namely, the amount of 
mortality which has taken place in these 
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camps. It is one of the unfortunate | nection with farm-burning and other 
circumstances connected with the dis- | matters which enlightened opinion has 
cussion of all topics cognate to the war probably agreed were mistaken. Blun- 
that they cannot be handled without ders of that kind have been made, and 
the importation of a great amount of they always will be made in a great 
bias and feeling. With many of the military campaign, because of the want 
statements made by the hon. Member | of organisation which it produces. Still, 
for Carnarvon Boroughs and the hon. [ see nothing to lead me to question 
Member for the Rusheliffe Division | the desire of everybody, from the generals 
probably we all agree. They hate the jin the field to His Majesty’s Ministers, 
war; we hate the war. They hate} to conduct the warlike operations in 
these evils; we hate these evils. They South Africa with as much humanity 
would fain have an end put to the and as little cruelty as possible. War is 
miseries which these unhappy women | always a horrible and terrible thing— 
and children are undergoing; we a you will never make it otherwise than 
desire to see that done as quickly as miserable; but, notwithstanding the 
possible. But I cannot help thinking | many hardships which have resulted, 
that no useful purpose is served by} [ cannot see that His Majesty’s Govern- 
bringing such phrases as “even Sir A.| ment have had brought home to them 
Milner” or the word “ barbarous ”’ in | any neglect or oversight in this matter. 
connection with military operations. | The right hon. Gentleman told us of 
These things do not tend to bring the! certain steps which, I understand,- have 
war to an end. What is likely to have heen taken. He has to deal with a 
that result? Surely the inspiring not’ yery large number of women and chil- 
only of the Boers in South Africa, but dren. We are not ina position to discuss 
also of the nations on the Continent, | the question of concentration. Con- 
with a sense of our desire to be fair, centration is a most disagreeable neces- 
at all events, in these matters. I do| sity of war, if a necessity of war it be. 
not blame people who differ strongly} But one has to consider whether it is 
from me with regard to the war, but I} better or a worse alternative to some- 
cannot think that in discussions on | thing else. I cannot discuss the matter 
specific matters of this kind it is well to’ now, but before I pronounced against 
travel over the line even a little and | concentration I should like to know 
to introduce these controversial ques-| what other methods are open. I have 
tions. It must have the effect of | listened in vain to the speeches on this 
strengthening the attitude of resistance side of the House for an alternative 
of those opposed to us—if, indeed, that | | suggestion. 
be possible. =~ 
The material question at issue is | 
whether a case of neglect has been | 
made out against the Government. If I | R ; 
thought that such a case had been made) Mr. HALDANE: My hon. friend 
out, I should, without hesitation, vote | behind me, whose devotion to this cause 
for the motion, because a matter which | no one will question, says “Stop the 
concerns the weak, helpless, and defence-| war.” A great number of people on 
less is one which, above everything | this side who wish to see the war stopped 
else, ought to enlist sympathy in this | think that to stop it in the way that my 
House. But the conclusion at which I| hon. friend suggests would be the most 
have arrived, as regards not only this | disastrous thing that could happen. I 
matter but many others connected with | have never shared the views of my hon. 
the war, is that a case has not been made | friend upon this matter. I have never 
out. .There have been many blunders had a doubt that the cause of this war 
—some on the other side, such, for| was the policy adopted by President 
instance, as the permitting of large | Kruger, and I have never had a doubt 
numbers of burghers to go on parole to| that the bringing of this war to a satis- 
their farms, a course of action which | | factory conclusion can only be accom- 
had no good result from any point of | | plished by the present poliey of the 
view. There have been policies in con- | Government. I think that in saying 


VOL. XCV. [FourtH SERIEs.]  Y 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS : Stop the war. 
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this I am expressing the views of a large | 
number of hon. Members on this side of | 


the House. [Opposition cries of ‘* Order, 


order,” and Ministerial cheers.] I “year 
that we shall not be allowed to enter | 


now, but I must 
time after | 


matters 
because 


into these 
emphasise them, 
time—~— 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 


Has my hon. friend any right to discuss 


the opinions entertained on this side of | 


the House in regard to the policy of this 
war ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | 
has not a right to discuss upon the 


present motion the opinions on the, 
of this | 


war held by hon. Members 


House. I understand that the hon. 


Member only spoke about it for a very | 


few moments, in consequence of an} 
interruption. 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): It is dis- | 


tinctly out of order. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I rise to a point of order; other- 
wise I should not have risen at all. 
desire to ask you, Mr. Speaker, for my | 
own information, whether in the course | 
of this debate the hon. Gentleman is in 


order upon this motion in discussing the | 


policy of Mr. Kruger and what led to the 
war, because, if he is, 
to take part in the discussion. 


SPEAKER: I did not under- 


Member was doing | 


*MR. 

stand that the hon. 
anything of the kind. 
not follow any line of argument of that | 
character. 


Mr. HALDANE: I know that I 
should have been wholly out of order if 
I did that, and I had not the smallest 
intention of doing more than merely 
saying what I have already stated. | 
say that this matter has been discussed 
and colour has been brought into it, and 
my desire was to make it clear that I do 
not partake in that colouring. 


Haldane. 


Mr. 
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| 
| 
| 


I shall be inclined | 


[ hope he will | 
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Then 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
| Why did you bring Kruger in ? 


Mr. HALDANE: I did it to make it 
perfectly clear that there is a difference 
between myself and some hon. friends of 
mine who sit on this side of the House. 


” 


Mr. PIRIE: The strongest difference. 


| Mr. HALDANE: The _ question 
|which has been raised, I aware, 
| relates simply to what has been done in 
| these camps, and not the policy of keep- 
ing the refugees there ; and if that fact 
had been observed in the discussion we 
should have been spared a considerable 
amount of these interruptions. The 
‘right hon. Gentleman has informed us 
that instructions have been given to the 
military authorities to discontinue some 
\of the practices complained of in these 
camps. In the first place, I am very 
glad that the differentiation between the 
kinds of food, which was a blunder, has 
been abolished, and I understand that 
there is now no difference between the 
food given to the children there, whether 
they belong to the Boers in the field or to 
the people who are not in actual warfare. 
'In the second place, I gather that pro- 
| Vision is being made for the instruction 
of the children. I trust that this policy 
of keeping the women and children in 
camps is not one which it is necessary 
to carry on for a long period. It is right 
that the provision for the instruction of 
these children is one which should be 
maintained. In the third place, as 
‘regards the question referred % by the 
hon. Member for Rushcliffe, 1 am not 
quite sure whether that is aA ll 
but I gather that the right hon. ( Gentle- 
| man is in sympathy w ith what the hon. 
| Member for Rushcliffe desires in regard 
to the religious question, and that steps 
are being taken in that direction. As 
regards occupation, provision is being 
made for the refugees, and local com- 
mittees have already been formed. 
Then there is the question of visiting. 
I cannot help thinking that too much 
stress is apt to be laid upon the danger of 
allowing relatives and friends, who may 
happen to come from other places, access 


am 
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to those whom they know in these! very serious, and I wish it had been 
camps. I think that, as far as is con- possible to have had some more specific 
sistent with our policy—and it is almost | details than we have had to-night. I 
impossible for us to judge of the details | hope the right hon. Gentleman will be 
6,000 miles away—I should like to see! able to reassure the House on these 
every relaxation made in that direction. | matters, and in sitting down I wish to 
As regards sending these unfortunate repeat my emphatic conviction that 
people back to their homes, I understand | ‘everything will be done that can be done 
the right hon. Gentleman is considering | by the right hon. Gentleman, and by 
that as a practical matter. It is all very | ‘the distinguished soldiers in command 
well to say that permission to leave has | of the military operations, to alleviate 
been refused. I notice that my hon. ‘the condition of these people. It is 
friend the Member for Carnarvon said our duty in the House of Commons to 
that Mr. Rowntree—with whom I am, be vigilant in these matters, and we 
‘personally acquainted, and who is a, have done right in being vigilant. 
gentleman as honourable as any to be; I have yet to be convinced “that there 
found in the length and breadth of has been brought home to them any 
England—had not been permitted to go blameworthiness for a state of things 
to Bloemfontein. | which, if it is blameworthy, is blame- 


j; worthy because of causes far deeper 


Me. JOHN ELLIS: He never tried to | and reasons more far-reaching then 


get permission to go to Bloemfontein. | 22Y mere incidents that can happen in 
ithe course of a great military campaign. 


Mr. HALDANE: He must have pro- | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
ceeded on mere hearsay in some of these ‘hon. Gentleman who has just resumed 
matters. | his seat has, like other hon. Members of 

|this House, no doubt the greatest 
Me. JOHN ELLIS: It was not so. | Sympathy with these unfortunate women 
and children whose case is now being 

Mr. HALDANE: It is difficult for/ considered. At the same time. I think 
such people as Mr. Rowntree to be certain! there are a number of hon. Members 
at first hand, and [ cannot help think-| who will agree with me that the tone 
ing that things have not been quite so} and the trend of the speech of the hon. 
bad in some particulars. I trust the) Member for Haddingtonshire is not 
tight hon. Gentleman will develop this | calculated to urge the Government to 
policy of endeavouring to make the lives relieve in any way the things which we 
of these people brighter and happier, and complain of in regard to their conduct 
of allowing them to return to the homes | in South Africa. When a specific charge 
which may be provided for them as soon is made in this House that certain 
#8 possible. things are being done in South Africa 

which are a dishonour to the name of 


Me. JOHN ELLIS: These complaints | this country and to the very name of 
civilisation, the proper way to have 


were made by Mr. 5 wer in specific terms. , , 
F I these things altered is not to get up 


|and express your utmost confidence 

| that the case in regard to them has been 

Mr. HALDANE: But Mr. Sauer could | exaggerated, and to say that everything 

not write letters on behalf of the women | | possible will be done, and no doubt 
and children, and what has been alluded | has been done. I think if a remedy 
tomust have been some general proposal, | is looked for it will have to be sought 
Atany rate, now we know that this policy | rather in the tone adopted by the hon. 
of allowing these people to return to | Member for Carnarvon and the hon. 
their homes is being considered. Again; Member for the Rusheliffe Division, 
[say that I an glad this matter has! who, in my opinion as an Irishman, are 
ben raised and discussed upon this! redeeming the very name and_ credit 
occasion. The subject is a very grave e | and honour of England by the action 
one. These death-rate statistics are | they are taking. The hon. Member 
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for Haddingtonshire said he regretted | 
that this matter could not be discussed | 
without having a heated tone imported 
into the debate. Nobody wants, in a 
serious case of this kind. where serious 
allegations are made, to have a heated 
discussion or to introduce anything at | 
all in the shape of party recriminations ; 
but I venture to say that whatever has 
been introduced into this debate of 
that character has largely been introduced 
by the hon. Member for Haddington- 
shire himself, because instead of 
fining himself to the particular matters 
which were raised by the motion of the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon, to a large 
extent he went into the history of 
the commencement of this war. If the 
hon. Member did not want to introduce 
heat, why did he make the charge that | 
President Kruger was responsible for | 
this war? Knowing as he did the 
ruling which had been given, and the 
limits within which this debate had to 
be confined, there was no justification 
whatever for the hon. Member venturing 
the opinion that Mr. Kruger was to) 
blame for this war. when he knew very 
well that you, Mr. Speaker, would not 
allow any subsequent speaker to go 
into the causes which originated this 
war or into the conduct of Mr. Kruger. 
The hon. Member for Haddingtonshire 
was most anxious to say that he does not 
believe any cruelty is knowingly or 
willingly indulged in by those in authority 
in South Africa. and he is quite sure 
that there is not a single Member in 
this House who is not inclined to con- 
demn cruelty and inconsiderate treat- 
ment to women and children in South 
Africa. I re-echo that opinion. As 
1 understand the hon. Member for Car- 
narvonshire and the hon. Member for 
the Rusheliffe Division, they do not make 
specific charges against persons or in- 
dividuals in South Africa. They do not | 
charge hon. Gentlemen opposite who sup- 
port this policy with being themselves | 
individually in favour of what is com- | 
plained of in their conduct toward 
these women and children. On the 
contrary, as far as my information goes, 
so far from charging those in immediate 


S.A 


authority in South Africa, and certainly | 
so far from charging the rank and file | 
of the Army of the British Empire, it | 
is quite the contrary. | 

1 


Mr. William Redmond. 


But while we 
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make these complaints as to the treat- 
ment accorded to the women and 
children in these camps we say, at the 


Camps of Detention. 


| same time, without the slightest fear 


of contradiction, that the rank and file 
of the British Army. if canvassed, 
weuld be found to be absolutely and 
utterly disgusted at the work they are 
called upon to do, and the deeds they 
have been called upon to perform, 
which is not the work they enlisted in 
the Army to carry out, and which is not 
the work of a soldier. 1 venture to say 


that to have armed sentries surrounding 


the camps of defenceless and_ helpless 
women and children in different parts 
of South Africa is not the work of 
soldiering in the Army,and it is repugnant 
to their feelings and disgraceful and dis- 
creditable to those who place such work 
upon them. 

Sir. we have had extraordinary in- 
stances of the want of consideration 
on the part of those in authority many 
times since this war commenced, but 
nevertheless I do not charge individuals 
or persons—they are obliged to carry 
out the system, but I shall deliberately 
and absolutely, without the slightest 
fear of contradiction, and with the full 
responsibility which attaches to my 
words,so long as I am a Member of this 
House. denounce as _ barbarous, out- 
rageous. scandalous. and disgraceful, 
the way in which these wretched, 
unfortunate and poor women and 
children have been treated in South 
Africa. [Ministerial cries of “* Divide. 
divide.”"] You may ery “ Divide,” but 


' you cannot alter the words I[ utter, and 


you cannot prevent me as a Member of 
this House saying to you, and to the 
world outside through the press, that 
your conduct in South Africa in connec- 
tion with these women and children is 
conduct which would bring shame to 
the cheeks of the most savage and most 
barbarous people in existence. We some 
times hear wonder expressed why the war 


| is still dragging on. Wesometimes wonder, 


when the news of another engagement 


| comes, why the Boers are still holding to 
| their arms. 


I do not know what reasons 
may animate them in continuing this 
war, but I do say that in all probability 
the worst part of this war would have 
been now over, and hundreds of lives 
would have been saved, but for the treat- 
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and the daughters of these men who are 
now in the field against us. Therefore | 
am not surprised at the action of the 
Boers in continuing this struggle, and 
I say here that if | belonged to the race 
of Boers--and if | did I should be very 
proud of it--and if the faintest echo 
of the news of the treatment which has 
been accorded to poor Boer women and 
children in the refugee camps had reached 


my ears, it would steel my heart and| 


make me determined, if nothing else 
affected me, to fight to the last against 
the flag and the country, and the people 
and the Government, which could sink 
so low as to attempt to make war upon 
helpless women and children in this 
way. The hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Haddingtonshire speaks softly of 
these matters. I say that the time has 
come for everyone in this House, whether 
he be from Scotland, England, Wales, 
or Ireland, who believes in humanity, 


honour, and civilisation, to raise his 
voice against this state of things. The 


speech delivered by the Leader of the 
Opposition was a calm and moderate 
one, but it illustrates in this House 
what is going on outside,and it is that 
the masses of the people of England and 
Scotland are tired and sick at heart of 
these brutalities, and the Leader of the 
Opposition has echoed that feeling in 
his speech to-night. We are told that 
the Government will do their hest to 
remedy this state of things, and we are 
told that we ought not to spring debates 
like this upon the House. That is all 
very well, but unless we do this how are 
we to get grievances removed! Are 
grievances removed by consulting the 
convenience of the Government, or by 
refraining from moving the adjournment, 
and sitting silent on these benches ? 
No. I say that what has been done in 
South Africa--and I admit that some- 
thing has been done--to mitigate the 
suffering of these unhappy women and 
children, is the direct result of action 
taken in this House. We know that 
there have been two scales of food——a full 
dinner and a full meal for the poor child 
whose father has pulled his flag down, 
and handed in his arms and surrendered : 
to the British. and half a meal for the 
wretched little child in camp 
father still holds on to his rifle. Is that | 


whose 
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making war in a British way? Is that 
making war in a way calculated to bring 
credit upon this nation? Is that carry- 
ing on war in the spirit in which it 
would have been carried on by the men 
who fought for England in days gone by ? 
No. Such conduct as the starvation 
of poor women and children in order to 
make their able-bodied relatives surrender 
is a course of action the most discredita ble, 
the most contemptible, and the most 
dastardly which I have ever heard of. No 
man can deny the truth of what I have 
said. [Ministerial cries of “Oh, oh! ”] 
Do hon. Members deny that at the com- 
mencement of these encampments there 
were two scales of food; that one scale 
was supplied to the wemen and children 
of the men who were not in arms against 
us, and that the lesser scale was supplied 
to the women and children of the men 
who were still on commando? [AN Hon. 
Memper : | deny the whole tenour of the 
hon. Gentleman's speech. There 
only a certain amount of food to go 
round, and that is the answer to his 
argument.| I do not ask the hon. 
Gentleman opposite to approve of the 
whole tenour of my speech. If I thought 
for a moment that I should have the 
approval of the whole tenour of my 
speech from him and hon. Gentlemen 
sitting around him I should be ashamed. 
I do, however. ask him, can he deny 
the specific statement made that more 
food was given to the wives and children 
of those who had surrendered and less to 
the wives and children of those who were 
still in arms against us? His answer to 
this is one which has never been heard of 
from any other quarter of the House up 
till now. He states that there was not 
food enough to go round. but I have not 
heard that argument advanced by the 
Secretary of State for War, or from any- 
body in authority. But, granted that it is 
true, what a curious coincidence it is that, 
when there is not enough to go round, 
the larger share shall be given to the 
women and children of those who have 
surrendered, and the smaller portion to 
the women and children of the men who 
are still on commando. That system did 
exist, and it cannot be denied. I am 
heartily glad, and so is every other man 
here, whether he be an Englishman, 


was 


Scotchman, or Irishman, to know that 
that system has been abandoned; and 
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now I understand that the same food is, bers who, though they have been de- 


given in equal quantities to all these 
wretched women and helpless children, 
whether their husbands and fathers are 
still fighting or whether they have been 
taken prisoners. [ am glad to know 
that this system has been abandoned, 
but when was it abandoned? I ask the 
hon. Member for Haddingtonshire why 
was it abandoned? It was not aban- 


doned until the hon. Member for Car- | 
has not yet been vouchsa:ed to the 


narvon and men like him exposed this 
system in the House,and brought home 
to the attention of the British public 
this kind of treatment. After the Govern- 


ment had been put to some inconve- | 


nience, then this policy was changed and 
something was done in the matter. | 
know many hon. Members of this House 
deprecated interference at the time, but 
the result of that interference was that 
this diabolical system was destroyed. 

We are told the question of allowing 
these women and children to go to what- 
ever homes any of them have still left 
standing is being considered. We know 
many ot them have lost not only their 
breadwinners, but their very homes have 
been razed to the ground. Many of them 
have no homes to go to, and still we are 
told that the question of allowing their 
friends to take care of them is being 
seriously considered. 
personal attack upon the Secretary of 
State for War in this matter, because | 
ean hardly conceive that any man who 
really has information of what is going on 
could approve of the things which are 
being done. The right hon. Gentleman 
has said that the question of allowing 


I am making no- 


these people to return to their homes is 


being considered, and why is it being 
considered now? Exactly for the same 
reason that the two different scales of 
provisions for the women and children 
was considered. It is now being con- 
sidered, because a few good and true men 
in this House, like the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon and the hon. Member for the 
Rusheliffe Division, have raised their 
voices here. I do sincerely hope and trust 
that the day is very near when all these 
things which are complained of most 
justly will have disappeared, and when 
better treatment will be meted out to these 
wretched women and children. When 
this has been achieved great credit will 
be undoubtedly due to those hon. Mem- 
Mr. William Redmond. 


nounced by the majority, have, to the 
honour of England, protested against 
such treatment. 

There is only one point to which I wish 
to refer, and it explains why I, as an Irish 
Member, interfere in this debate at all, 
Are these women, some of whom are old 
and others young, prisoners or are they 


not? I want a straight answer to that 
question. I say that a straight answer 


country by the Government. We are 
told that they are pauper refugees, 
We are told that they are destitute, and 
might perhaps be outraged and mur- 
dered by the natives. We are told that 
all of their own free will came into the 
camps and stay there now. Is that true? 
I say it is not true. I say that, just as 
Boer men are prisoners surrounded by 
British sentries with rifles and bayonets 
in St. Helena, Ceylon, and other places, 
the Boer women and children are pris- 
oners surrounded by sentries in South 
Africa at the present time. I have got 
strange confirmation of my _ suspicion 
in this matter from the Secretary of 
State for War at question time. He let 
fall the word “ release."” What does he 
mean by the release of these people ? 
You do not speak of the release of volun- 
tary refugees. You speak of the release 
of people who are prisoners. Prisoners 
these people are, and I say it is a dis- 
honour and a discredit to this country, 
to the very name of civilisation, that this 
should go on, and, moreover, I say this 
—and I} have some slight knowledge of 
the Dutch in South Africa, having spent 
some time years ago in Cape Colony— 
every day you continue this treatment, 
every day you allow women and young 
children to die in these wretched camps, 
you make more difficult and more im- 
possible British rule in South Africa, and 
you instil into the hearts of the Dutch 
people a deadlier hatred, if possible, than 
exists at the present time for your rule. 
If not for the sake of humanity, if not 
for the sake of the sufferings of the 
women and children—and there is no 
gentleman in the House of Commons 
but must have sympathy with these 
wretched women and children who are 
huddled together—I ask that a new 
arangement should be made for the sake 
of the common interest of this country. 
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I ask you, out of. common prudence and | those independent Englishmen, Welsh- 
out of common regard to what you pro-| men and Scotchmen who are not 
pose to do for South Africa in the future, | debarred by the sneers and jibes of the 
having regard for the peace and content-| great party that have secured a big 
ment of the country, to put an end to} majority from coming to the House of 
these camps of hell which are at the) Commons and raising their voices on 
present time simply maddening every behalf of the wretched people who have 
man of the Dutch race throughout the | no others to speak for them at the present 
length and breadth of Africa and Europe | time. I say that their action does honour 
as well. and credit to the countries to which they 
belong, and as far as gentlemen from 
Ireland are concerned, I say that we 
join with them heartily and, to some 
extent, hopefully in this effort, and we 
trust that as the result of the exposure 
something will be done to alleviate the 
lot of these people in South Africa. 
as the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- Do not tell me that this must be kept up 


tary of State for War read out the figures till the > la Rages ae Send them to their 
with regard to these camps. Hundreds a T Poa pee pee —, 
of poor, wretched, helpless little children A though ee Seer the sees 
dying every month! Hundreds of | Lord of the Treasury for eighteen years 
women dying! Anabnormal death-rate | in this House, and although at one Sine 
which, even according to what the Secre- | he was my jailor, I still say here from my 
owe Gh Soaks ted War teas Kiensell aaned. | observation of him for many years that I 
is sufficient to appal every man who do not believe he has a h sat Which 
realises what it really means. I can only | Would approve or sanction in the slightest 
say from my heart ‘nk cad haa 1 pity | degree things which were really cruel and 
the man who ean find cause to smile in | UNMeCessary. I ask him - head of the 
the story related by the Secretary of | Government to inquire if the charges 
State for War. If you had nothing else, | which have been made are true. How 
the rate of mortality of women and | ©? that be done? It can only be done 
children is reason enough itself for | by sending - fair and impartial Com- 
moving the adjournment of the House in | ™ssion to. South Africa. Let it be 
this matter ; and, as an Irishman, having | composed of men who have the confidence 
very little reason to have consideration, |! Liberals and Tories and the Irish 
and much less admiration, for English | Members. Let them inquire into the 
Members of this House or the conduct of | conditions of these camps, and if that 
the English Government, I say, and [| omaiionon reports aguenat the system, 
believe it is the feeling of my countrymen | the name of God and for the sake of 
around me, that we do honour and ad-| Christianity I ask you to abolish that 
mire the gentlemen who have brought | Syste™ — to diem ive Laer ae . 
this discussion forward, and if there is the pee melon Ce Ceres eS 
a gleam of hope or generosity or honour | "@?Y civilised life. 

in the present situation it has un-| 

doubtedly been afforded by the action| *Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
of the Welsh and English Members, who| Boroughs): It has been stated that 
differ from us on many questions, but} Mr. Rowntree was only able to visit 
who have shown us in this matter that | one or two of the camps in Cape Town 
they have hearts to feel and minds | and Natal. I would like to ask whose 
sufficiently statesmanlike to perceive | fault was that? Was it the fauit of Mr. 
that danger— [A laugh.] Yes, he is; Rowntree or the Government, or those 
not an Englishman who is laughing now. | who represent the Government in South 
He is an Irishman who is sitting away Africa, who did not allow Mr. Rowntree 
from his own countrymen, and who to proceed further than the limits I 
has joined the foreign commando. I) have stated? But fortunately we have 
say that whatever gleam of hope and) evidence at first hand, taken from a 
honour there is has been afforded by | considerable number of the camps by a 





There are some hon. Members 
opposite who take this matter lightly 
[confess that I myself belong to the Irish 
race, and I say, whatever the light- 
heartedness of the Irish race may be, 
that there is not one of us who has not 
been stricken with sorrow and sadness 
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lady whose word will command implicit 
confidence from everyone who knows 
her. The right hon. Gentleman in the 
course of his speech referred to 
a case in which Boers refused to be sepa- 
rated from their children, and would not 
allow them to go into the hospital. 
Now, may I give the House one or two 
reasons for this? [Interruption and 
cries of ‘* Divide.”’] This question affects 
60,000 people, of whom 40,000 are chil- 
dren, and I venture tothink that under 
the circumstances, although hon. Gentle- 
men may be anxious to go to dinner, 
they could listen for a few moments 
to a few of the details which have been 
asked for. Why have the Boer families 
refused to be separated ? I will give the 
right hon. Gentleman one case which 
may show the reason for that. The lady 
who visited the camps says— 

«Tn our tent a girl of twenty-one lay dying 
on a stretcher. The father, a big, gentle Boer, 
kneeling beside her; while in the next tent 
his wife was watching a child of six, alsodying, 
and one of about five drooping. Already this 
couple had lost three childrenin the hospital, 
and so would not let these go, though I begged 
hard to take them out of the hot tent. ‘We 
must watch these ourselves,’ he said.” 


That may give the right hon. Gentleman 
some inkling as to the reason why in 
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Hobhouse’s description of the camp at 
Kimberley five days after the right hon. 
Gentleman made his statement in the 
House of Commons :— 


“It is the smallest in area that I have seen. 
The tents too close together, and the whole 
enclosed in an 8ft. high barbed wire fencing, 
which is supposed to be impregnable, and cost 
£500. Sentries at the gate and walking inside; 
no nurse; an empty unfurnished marquee, 
which might be a hospital ; overcrowded tents; 
measles and whooping cough rife; camp dirty 
and smelling ; an army doctor, who naturally 
knows little of children’s ailments; fuel almost 
none.” 


Then again—[Cries of ‘ Divide ! “|— 


I think the House has asked tor 
facts. I am attempting to give the 


House some facts, and may I appeal 
to hon. Gentlemen opposite to listen ! 
The war has now been proceeding tor 
eighteen months, and this is only the 
second occasion on which I have said a 
single word. I am going to make one 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman 
with regard to the children. There are 
certain mothers who have been separated 
from their children. They are mad to 


get to those children, and I would 
ask him to consider whether he will 


allow the mothers to go and search 
for their children. They have been 





certain cases Boer families refuse to be 
separated from one another. The right | 
hon. Gentleman has given us to-night 
the usual official optimism with perfect 
honesty, as he always does, but may I 
recall to his recollection the questions 
asked in this House on Ist and &th 
March. On the Ist March the right hon. 
Gentleman said— 


**Lord Kitchener has informed me that a 
sufficient allowance is being given to all families 
in camp, and that they are satisfied and com- 
fortable.” 


On the 8th March he said :— 


** Lord Kitchener telegraphed to me that he 
himselt has gone into the question, and finds 
that the people in the laagers are all contented 
and comfortable.” 





Well, I have something to say upon 
that point. [Cries of “* Divide!”] You 
have asked for details, and I propose 
to give the House some. Here are the 
circumstances under which the Boer 
prisoners were ‘contented and com- 
fortable “~ on 13th March. This is Miss 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 





compulsorily separated, and I trust the 
Government will, at all events, as an 
act of grace allow the mothers to rejoin 
their children. We have already heard 
something of the condition of the children 
in the camps. What has been said so 
far has been by way of general statement, 
and I should like to give——{Cries of 
“ Divide!” ] The effect of the camp 
system, as described by eye-witnesses, 
presses hardest on the children. Thou- 
sands of them are physically unfit to 
undergo the conditions of life there. 
They have not the strength to endure it, 
and we are told that to keep these camps 


going is murder to the children. ‘Ihe 
Government has taken upon itseli a 


grave responsibility in sanctioning what 
is going on at the present time. Who 
would have thought when General 
Weyler had his concentration camps in 
Cuba that similar measures would be 
adopted within the bounds of the British 
Empire? The right hon. Gentleman 
has defended all that has taken place 
in connection with these camps on the 
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ground of expediency. I would venture’) ment for the sake of the little children 
to say, looking at these 40,000 children | who are passing away like so many faded 
in the camps, that we are only sowing | flowers in South Africa, for the sake 
the seeds of discontent, and that we may of the parents who have to see them 
reap a terrible harvest some day—not | sick and dying before their eyes, to give 
perhaps this year or next year, but in| their attention to this matter. The only 
time coming a nation will grow up which | effect of the present policy is to madden 
will remember all these iniquities. andexasperate the enemiesof this country. 
If, on other grounds, our remonstrances | They will be enemies to all eternity unless 
are disregarded, I would venture to We Teverse this policy. 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman on 
the lowest ground—that of expense. As 
an instance of the extravagant cost of 
these camps, I may mention that in 
one place twenty iron rooms were put | 
up, and they cost on the average £125 
each. There are a large number of 
women beseeching to be sent to their 
own relatives. The relatives offer to 
pay the expense. Why should they not 
be allowed to go to their relatives in Cape | 
Colony ? I do not wish to arouse any 
party feeling in this House, nor have I 
done so. The facts surely speak for them- 
selves, and I have confidence that when 
the case is presented to the right hon. 
Gentleman he will take what steps are 
in his power. I am afraid he is not con- 
vinced of the sad state of things in these 
camps. I beg him to obtain early and | 
full information on the point. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite have made it ex- 
tremely difficult for me to speak on 
this question. I only wish that some- 
one would be allowed to set forth 
some of the actual details and cir- 
cumstances of what has occurred. I 
have had the advantage of reading 
reports by independent eye-witnesses. 
I venture to think if hon. Gentlemen 
opposite would read these reports they | 
would feel there was a case for prompt 
intervention. I appeal to the Govern- 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.) rose in his place and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 
[Nationalist cries of “‘ Oh” and “ Gag.” ] 


*Mr. SPEAKER accepted the motion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: You 


want to stifle the truth. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must ask the hon. Member to use more 
regular language. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In re- 
gard to this I repeat that you want to 
stifle the truth. You are ashamed of 
this work, and you are trying to shelve it. 
{Nationalist cheers and Ministerial cries 
of ‘‘Name him.”] Name away. You 
are trying to cloak it all up. 


Question put, “That the Question 
be now put.” 


The House divided:—Ayes, 252; 
Noes, 149. (Division List No. 256.) 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Armold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 





AYES. 


Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J.(Maneh’r. 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour,MajK R(Christch’reh) 
Banbury; Frederick George 
Beach, KtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W.W.B.( Hants. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, TGibson(King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 





Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
srooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


; Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
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Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw.H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 


Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 


Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ( Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue, 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 
F..ster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.GH(CityofLond. 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
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Hobhouse, Henry (Somert, E.) 
| Hogg, Lindsay 
| Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
| Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
) Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
' Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 

Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 

Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
| Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 


| Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 


| Ma 


Green, Walford D.(Wednesby. | 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdw/’nds | 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury ) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


| Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. 


Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, KtHn. William Edw. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 





Long,Rt. Hn Walter (Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. E. | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim.E.) | 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
an. [an 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E(Wigt’n | 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 


| Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


| Morrison, James Archibald 


Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Middx | 


Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry | 


Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy,Laurence ( Kent, Ashf’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hn. Claude George 


Morton, ArthurH. A(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


| Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Heath, James(Staffords. N. W. | 


Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 


Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 


Higginbottom, S. W. 


Hoare,Edw Brodie Hampste’d Percy, Earl 


| Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
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Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Riehard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price-Jones,| Lt-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie C. 
Raiclitfe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S$. G. Stopford- 


Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, Wm. Edw. T. 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt.-ColA.C. E. (Taun’n) 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne} 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,A.Stanley(Yorks,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. HonER( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Abraha 
Allan, \ 
Allen,C 

Ambros 
Ashton, 

Atherle. 
Barry, I 
Bayley, 

Beaumo 
Bell, Ri 
Black, A 
Blake, ] 
Boland, 

Brunner 
Bryce, | 
Burke, | 
Burns, J 
Buxton, 

Caine, V 
Caldwel 
Campbe' 
Campbe 
Carew, + 
Causton. 
Channin 
Clancy, 

Cogan, | 
Condon, 
Craig, R 
Crean, | 
Crombie 
Cullinan 
Dalziel, . 
Davies, . 
Delany, 
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Dutty, WV 
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ard 

Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 

Allen, CharlesP.(Gloue.Stroud | 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Atherley-Jones, L 

Barry, kK. (Cork, 8.) | 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William | 

Blake, Edward | 

Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 

Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

: Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 


ard 





‘s0n 


dge Caldwell, James 
3 Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Kichard Knight 
yrd- Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph | 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
‘ks. Crombie, John William | 
nd) Cullinan, J. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
set) Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Delany, William 
art Donelan, Capt. A. 
M. Doogan, P. C. 
. Dutty, William J. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
y Edwards, Frank | 
Emmott, Alfred | 
r) Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert | 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
ay Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond — } 


Flynn, James Christopher 

d Foster, Sir Walter(DerbyCo. ) 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 





(Juestion put accordingly. 
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Allan, William (Gateshead) 
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divided :—Ayes, 154; 
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Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir ArthurD. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 


| Leamy, Edmund 


Leese, SirJosephF (Accrington 


Leng, Sir John 
| Lewis, John Herbert 


Lough, Thomas 


| Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Govern, T. 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| Mather, Williain 


Mooney, John J. 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 


Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John. P(Galway,N. 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor,James(Wieklow,W. | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


} Noes, 253. 


AYES. 


Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
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| expressed regret that it had been made, 
| and some hon. Members below the gang. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned | way opposite went so far as to challenge 


Debate on Main Question [11th June], 


a division. I must confess that that was 


“That the Bill be now read a second a rather unreasonable exhibition of im- 
patience, for, as the Home Secretary 
/ knows very well, I have been anxious 
| to facilitate the Second Reading of the 
Bill and to have it sent with all possible 
speed to the Committee, where its com- 
plicated details will be thoroughly over- 


time.” 
(Juestion again proposed. 
Debate resumed— 


Mr. 


ASQUITH (Fifeshire, 


East) : | hauled. 


But it should be remembered 


When I ventured to move the adjourn-| under what conditions the debate has 


ment of the debate on Tuesday last, on | been carried on. 


By one of those caprices 


the stroke of midnight, the First Lord of | in procedure from which we all suffer in 
the Treasury, in assenting to the motion, 


| turn, 
| 


and while suffering denounce. 
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though no one seems to have courage to' is no general provision such as_ ig 
grapple with it, the best hours of the; now proposed for the provision and 
afternoon are occupied with sivas | maintenance of a_ sufficient system 
Bills, and this was followed by a motion ' of ventilation. I welcome _ this as 
from the Government to take the whole | being strictly in harmony with lines of 
time of the House, with the result that legislation in the past. In the proposals 
it was not until half-past nine that the to which I obtained the sanction of Par- 
Home Secretary was able to make his liament in 1895 were measures for 
explanatory statement on the motion securing, for the first time, that every 
for Second Reading, and only two hours room in a factory or workshop should 
of Parliamentary time were actually be kept at a reasonable temperature—a 
devoted to the discussion. I venture to provision which I am glad to see is 
say to those hon. Gentlemen who were sensibly strengthened in another clause 
so intolerant of my motion, that having | of the Bill. Still dealing with the new 
regard to the length and complexity of provisions, there are two others which 
the Bill, and that it is the largest and either bring within the scope of the law 
most ambitious in its scope of any mea- trades which are at present excluded, or 
sure of the kind, though it will not I hope’ other operations which are a source of 
prove to be contentious, some allowance danger. I am glad to see the new pro- 
should be made for the anxious desire visions in Clause 19 for the periodical 
of those who have been responsible for examination of steam boilers, and for 
factory legislation in the past to have bringing factory or workshop railways 
opportunity for a few words of criticism and sidings within the scope of the 
on its general scope. Let me add that 1! principal Acts. Both of these are very 
believe, from the character of the debate useful provisions ; but I regret that like 
the other night, the time will not be un-! provision is not made for machinery in 
profitably consumed. I have prefaced docks, loading and unloading from 
my observations with a perfectly frank barges—an urgent and sesarnaltitad case 
acknowledgment that the Bill represents I had a difficulty in 1895 in sla 
a very substantial advance, not only on’ modified amount of security, ‘ek ship- 
previous legislation, but in a still more owners, not unnaturally perhaps, were 
marked and significant degree as com- apprehensive that, while being under a 
pared with the proposals put forward code of regulations and inspection and 
by the Government last year. supervision by the Board of Trade, they 


The provisions of the Bill, speaking | would come under another code of regu- 
generally, may be divided into two cate- lations supervised by the Home Office, 
gories—on the one hand, what I may call and be harassed in every direction. The 
new development in factory law, and on apprehension was quite unfounded, and 
the other hand amendments in the the right hon. Gentleman might well 
existing lawin the way of defining it in have considered the expediency of en- 
form and enlarging the scope for facilita- !arging the dock clause. 
ting enforcement. As regards the new, | Before I proceed to deal with altera- 
developments, I hail them unreservedly | tions in the substance of the exist- 
as in all respects improvements on exist- ing law, I must refer to the altera- 
ing legislation. The first and most im-, tions in procedure for the regulation of 
portant is that in the 15th clause, re- dangerous trades and the substitution 
quiring every occupier of a factory or for the existing system of arbitration, 
workshop to provide and maintain which has been denounced year by year 
sufficient ventilation. It would per-| for the last ten years, an absolute power 
haps surprise a great many Members | with the Home Office to make regula- 
not familiar with factory legislation to | tions, subject to the supervision and con- 
find there was no such provision on the trol of Parliament to make such regula- 
Statute-book. A factory at present) tions for ensuring safety. The Home 
must be clean, must be kept free from Secretary, when dealing with this part 
effluvia, must not be overcrowded, and_ of the Bill, was good enough to credit me 
all injurious gases, dust and other sub-' with having anticipated this provision, 
stances generated in manufacture must and that is perfectly true as regards the 
be rendered harmless; but there principle, but I must enter my caveat 


Mr, Asquith. 
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against the proposal in the third clause | framed, he was reverting to a proposal 
in its present shape. It would be | which I myself made in 1895, namely, 
enough, I think, if the Secretary of State | that every laundry which was carried on 
satisfied himself by inquiry through aj by way of trade or for the purposes of 
Departmental Committee, hearing all! gain should be deemed, according to 
interests, and then sanctioned a code of | whether mechanical power was or was 
regulations instead of calling in a com-/| not used, to be either a factory or a work- 
petent person to go over the whole) shop. The right hon. Gentleman has 
ground again and hear objections. That | reverted to that now. If he asks me 
procedure, if properly followed, would | why that proposal did not become law, 
be quite sufficient, and the Home Secre-| I am afraid I must refer him for an 
tary would see that the code was sub-| answer to his colleague the Under Secre- 
mitted to and approved by Parliament, | tary to the Home Department. 
Subject to this criticism, I agree that 
there is a great improvement in the Pro-| *Tye SECRETARY or STATE ror 
age 4: |THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
As to the alterations in the existing | Riroute, Croydon): It is not the same 
law, some, no doubt, are for the proposal. : 
better, others for the worse. I will not | 
dwell upon a number of useful but | 
apparently unimportant changes, such| Mr. ASQUITH: It is as far as the 
as prohibition of the cleaning of! first sub-section is concerned, but I am 
machinery in motion. The extension dealing now with the main principle, 
of that prohibition to the case of | that, subject to certain exemption, every 
children cleaning any place under) laundry carried on for gain or by way of 
machinery is a very excellent and neces- trade must be subject to inspection 
sary change. I am also glad to see the either as a factory or a workshop. | 
clause requiring the provision of the made that proposal, but was unable to 
means of escape from fire, and that the carry it, largely owing to the strenuous 
tight hon. Gentleman has gone a step efforts of the present Under Secretary 
further towards securing a proper sani-| to the Home Department, loyally sup- 
tary condition for bakehouses. In 1895 ported, I must say, by the Colonial 
I was fortunate enough to induce the Secretary. Many of us who remember 
House to agree that after January Ist, the hours and days we spent on that 
1896, no new bakehouses should be Bill discussing this topic must have 
opened underground. I was then told it indelibly engraved on our minds. The 
this would destroy the baking trade, that | woes of the wash-tub had never found 
it would be quite impossible to carry out | so eloquent or pathetic an exponent. The 
the law among great urban communities. | right hon. Gentleman drew a harrowing 
But there has been no serious objection | picture of the poor widow with a mangle 
from any quarter, and the provision has | toiling night and day to support her 
worked very well. I am glad that the orphan children, who would be crushed 
tight hon. Gentleman, encouraged, I) out of industrial existence by the ruthless 
suppose, by experience, is going to carry | inspector. What was the result? The 
the law a step further and provide that | Grand Committee, under the alluring 
after Ist January, 1904, no underground | but misleading pleading of the right 
bakehouse shall be used, unless certified | hon. Gentleman, was swept away on a 
to be suitable for the purpose by the) flood tide of emotion, with which I was 
district council. That is a very distinct | wholly incompetent to contend. The 
advance in the law on this point. Now! result was that not only the widow 
I come to two or three matters of great | with the mangle, but the whole of the 
importance, and of somewhat more | laundries connected with conventual 
dubious, or, at any rate, more conten-|or other charitable institutions, were 
tious character. First of all, I will refer| exempted altogether from the law, 
to the provisions of the Bill dealing with | and those which remained, the laundries 
laundries. The right hon. Gentleman | in the strictest sense of the word, carried 
pointed out the other night that in the | on by way of trade or for gain, were left 
first sub-section of this clause, as it is now | under conditions which I ventured to 
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predict at the time would be absolutely 
unscientific and unworkable. That pre- 
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diction has been amply verified by ex- | 


perience, for the right hon. Gentleman 
told us that the law has been practically 
a dead letter for six years, and these 
laundries have been living, moving, 
and having their being in a kind of 
industrial Alsatia of their own. 
general rule now is to be that laundries 
are to be brought within the Factories 
and Workshops Act, but while I welcome 
that provision—I am not expressing on 
the point a very decided opinion—I 
confess I entertain very 
doubt as to the wisdom of the second 


sub-section which enables the Secretary | 


of State, subject to a maximum, to 
modify the provisions of the Factory 


Acts with regard to the periods of | 


employment and meal hours for women, 
young persons, and children. I am 
not myself satisfied as to the necessity of 
treating laundries in this special way. 
I may point out, and I am sure this is a 
consideration which will carry great 
weight with the right hon. Gentleman 


and everyone concerned with the practi- | 


cal administration of a clause of this 
kind, that the moment we begin to have 


a shifting system of hours we practically | 


destroy the value of our system of 
inspection. With a regular time-table 
inspection is useful and effective, but 
with a shifting time-table the work of 
inspection becomes enormously difficult, 
and the possibilities of evasion or sub- 
terfuge are greatly increased. 


There is another matter of great im- | 


portance in the law as regards laundries 
which, to use the language which was 


embodied in the Act of 1895, “ employ | 
only the inmates of institutions con- | 


ducted in good faith for religious or 
charitable purposes.’’ The hon. Member 
for Waterford the other night made a 
speech on this subject. 
did not intend in any way to convey a 
misleading impression, but he rather 
conveyed the impression that that was 
a proposal of mine or one to which I 
willingly assented. It was nothing of 
the kind. The exemption of these 
conventual and charitable institutions 
from the scope of the law was very 
reluctintly agreed to by me under 
pressure, most of it exercised by the 
Irish Members and as the price of 


Mr, Asquith, 


{COMMONS} 


The | 


considerable | 


I am sure he, 
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| carrying my Bill through the Committee. 
| If I had not consented, I do not believe I 
should ever have got the Bill through 
the Grand Committee at all, as the 
circumstances were somewhat acute. | 
,am not making any charge against 


but with regard to many of these 
laundries conducted in connection with 
so-called charitable institutions I have 
|looked into the matter recently, and 
I am satisfied, from the correspondence 
I have had on the subject, that there 
is a vast field for inspection. The 
sanitary conditions which prevail in 
many of these laundries are disgraceful, 
and so long as they are not subject 
either to inspection or legal control it 
is very difficult to find any leverage 
which will effectually operate on the 
minds or affect the conduct of those 
responsible for them. In France they 
have extended the system of inspection 
to all institutions of this sort. The first 
result of that inspection was to disclose 
the existence of enormous and wide- 
spread evils in these very places. | 
quite sympathise, I will not say sympa- 
thise, but I quite understand the re- 
‘luctance, particularly of institutions 
conducted by Roman Catholics, in which 
the work is mainly done by nuns or by 
persons more or less under religious 
control, to accept the ordinary system 
of inspection ; but I cannot help thinking 
that the grounds on which that objection 
| rested have been enormously weakened, 
,if not altogether removed, since we have 
had lady inspectors. I cannot possibly 
see, if theseinstitutionsare well conducted, 
and no doubt the majority of them are, 
why they should object to a lady occasion- 
_ally coming in and seeing how they are 
‘going on. I cannot feel sanguine, 
or indeed entertain any expectation 
whatever, of good resulting from the 
proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 
that managers are to name their own 
inspectors, and that the persons who 
are to report whether the legal standard 
of requirements is or is not being observed 
are persons who have been appointed 
by the managers themselves. If that 
‘is the only possible alternative I almost 
| think it may be as well to leave the law 
as it stands. 


I pass from that to another clause of 
the Bill on which I must make a com 









the conventual laundries in particular, | 
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ment not wholly favourable. 





Under the existing law, as the House is 
aware, notice of every accident which 
oecurs in a factory or workshop has to 


{17 June 1901} 


I mean | report every one of these accidents as 
the proposed amendment of the law with | soon as it has occurred, it seems to me 
regard to notice of accidents in Clause 35. | that jt will very substantially diminish 


be sent to a factory inspector, providing | 


the accident is sufficiently grave to dis- 
able the person injured for five hours 


in the first or three following days. | 


Under a provision inserted in the Act of 


1895, every such accident has to be} 


registered by an officer of the factory, | 
and the register is always open to) 


examination by the inspector. 


The right | 


hon. Gentleman proposes—I do not know | 


why, because we have not had any 
explanation of this proposed change, 


which I cannot help thinking is a very | 
retrograde step—he proposes very sub- | 
stantially to relax the stringency of the, 
provisions for giving notice of accidents. | 
Under the clause in the Bill, instead of | 


notice being required of every accident 
which is sufficiently grave to disable the 
person injured in the manner specified 


in the Act, the only accidents, except | 
fatal ones, which it is required should be | 
reported are those belonging to a class | 
“specified in that behalf by an Order of | 


the Secretary of State.”’ 
object of that proposal ? 


What is the. 
I presume—I | you will not be able to compare the 


_dangerous parts of machinery. 
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the motives which at present operate in 


| the minds of the worst class of employers. 


What will be the consequence? I am 
afraid the consequence will be that not 


‘only will there be an increase in these 


accidents, but that considerably less care 
will be taken than at present in fencing 
I will 
tell the House why. It is the very fact 
that a large number of small accidents of a 
so-called trivial description have occurred 
that makes it of the utmost importance to 
have the inspectors’ judgment as to 
whether particular machinery or the 
state of that machinery is dangerous, 
and therefore should be fenced, and 
we have the right to make the inspector's 
opinion on that point prima facie 
evidence that the machinery is dangerous. 
You will deprive by this proposal the 
inspector of the best means to enable 
him to form a trustworthy opinion, and 
you will also destroy, as the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Forest of 
Dean mentioned the other night, what I 
may call the statistical stability of the 
returns. If you introduce this change 
into the system of reporting accidents 


can only presume, because [ have not | periods after the new system with the 
the least idea—that it is to diminish the | periods before it, and if the Secretary of 


work of the inspectors by doing away 
with the necessity for their receiving 


| 


| = a : 
;ment or curtailment the class of acci- 


State is able to alter by way of enlarge- 


these notices, and making the conse- | dents which has to be reported, then one 
| period will cease to be scientifically com- 


quent inquiries in the cases of what are 
called trivial accidents. 
cate that change, and I will tell the House 
why. In the first place, it must be 
remembered that these so-called trivial 


accidents are the very class of accidents | 


which, whether for good or bad—I have 
my own opinion about that—are excluded 
from the scope of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act. As the House knows, 
if the effect of an accident does not last 
more than a fortnight, the injured work- 
man can get no compensation whatever 
under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act. If, therefore, as regards this class 


of accidents the employer has not the 
inducement to take that care which 
results from the liability to make com- 
pensation, and at the same time you take 
away that further inducement which 
exists in the necessity put on him to 


VOL. XCV. 
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I strongly depre-| parable with another. 


We have made 


/ enormous progress during the last ten 


| years in the fulness and accuracy of our 


industrial statistics. They are not only 
of importance to the politician and 


| economist, but also to medical men and 





all persons engaged in social reform, and 
I think it would be a very unfortunate 
step if we were to destroy the fulness or 
stability of our statistics. 

Lastly, I come to another provision 
of the Bill, which I think requires 
criticism. It is a new proposal, namely, 
the partial substitution of a local for a 
central authority. The clauses in ques- 
tion are Clauses 9,10, and 11. Clause 9 
proposes that the outworker’s list is to be 
sent in every case to the district council. 
I have no objection to that myself, and, 
further, I entirely approve of the removal 
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of the existing restrictions on the power of 
the Secretary of State to deal with un- 
wholesome areas where home work is 
carried on. But when we come to 
Clauses 10 and 11 we find that the pro- 
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hibition of home work in places where | 


there is infectious disease, or in unsanitary 
places, is in future to be enforced, not by 
the inspector of the Home Office, but by 
the district council. I regret that change. 
[ am not going to draw up any indict- 
ment against the local authorities. In 
years gone by they have been grossly 
remiss in the enforcement of sanitary 
provisions, but during the last five or six 
years they have been, in London particu- 
larly, much more vigilant in detecting 
offences against the law. But the local 
standard is a varying standard. It may 
be high in one place and very low indeed 
in another, and although the progress 
to which I have referred has been un- 
doubtedly taking place in our large self- 
governing urban communities, we cannot 
say the same for the rural districts. 
We must have regard to the fact that 
there is a growing tendency to plant new 
factories not in the old congested centres 
of population, but in new rural districts. 
You cannot travel along the London and 
North Western Railway between London 
and Crewe without seeing dotted about 
large factories giving employment to 
hundreds of men and women, and if the 
authority in regard to places of that kind 


is to be the rural district council, the | 


members of which often have not the 
knowledge and training fitting them to 


deal with insanitary conditions in fae- | 


tories which members of urban councils 
often have, [ cannot help feeling that we 
will relax our standard of stringency in the 
enforcement of the law. While we 
should encourage local authorities to 
co-operate in every way tn enforcing the 
law, which no doubt materially affects 
the sanitary condition of their own areas, 
we should retain, at all hazards, and for 
all purposes, the supervision and control 


of the Home Office as the central autho- | 


rity. Iam satisfied that that is the only 
way we can have uniformity of system 
and a regular enforcement of the law. 

[ have said all I have to say by way 
of detailed criticism, and I will only make 
one concluding observation. This is the 
latest, or it may be destined to be the last, 
of a series of enactments which have 


Mr, Asquith. 
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| gradually raised the standard of health 
'and safety which was spontaneously 
recognised and followed by the best and 
most humane employers of labour. In 
all our factory legislation the humane 
employer, if I may use an Aristotelian: 
|phrase, has always been the canon, 
/measure, and standard of health and 
| safety which the State as a State may 
| wisely prescribe and safely enforce. But 
| there has never been a single step taken 
of which it has not been predicted by its 
opponents that the next advance would 
be fatal to British industry in its com- 
petition in the open markets of the 
world. I think it may be worth while 
to show the House that that is not so. 
Curiously enough, since this debate was 
‘adjourned last Tuesday, in The Times 
on Thursday morning I happened 
casually to cast my eye over the report 
of the annual meeting of a company 
whose name is not altogether unfamiliar 
in the House, I mean that of Messrs. 
Kynoch, which happened to be held in 
Birmingham on the previous day. The 
chairman of the company, I need not 
mention his name, presided, and after 
denouncing what he called the craze for 
education, which, as he said in his epi- 
grammatic language, ‘spoiled good 
workmen in order to make bad and 
superfluous managers,” he proceeded 
to discuss the peculiar burthens from 
which British industry suffered. He 
said that the first burthen was the con 
stant interference with methods and 
management now introduced by Parlia- 
ment and local boards, and he proceeded— 


‘* They were inspected and hampered to death 
at every step. What economies could be 
effected if the manufacturer could carry on his 
business free from Jocal boards and by-laws. free 
from sanitary inspectors, free from smoke in- 
spectors, free from chemical inspectors, free 
from School Board inspectors, free from Home 
Office inspectors and factory inspectors—tfree. 
in fact, from the whole brood of officials who. 
not being producers themselves, lived on the 
produce of manufacturing industry and 
strangled it.” 


That is the sort of thing which actually 
‘at this time of day is believed and uttered 
_and applauded in Birmingham. I have 

only one observation to make about it. 
I have no doubt that we shall hear an 
, explanation from the Under Secretary 
\to the Home Department, but as an 
‘independent and detached ‘critic, [ hav 
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only one observation to make, and it is | thing of the kind the matter had to be 
this, that while the chairman of this! referred to the Home Secretary, and 
company does not appear to be aware | pass through a system of red tape, and 
that the regulations in countries with | during all that time more accidents 
which we are in acute competition in| might occur. Everything should be 
the labour markets of the world are far | done to minimise the chance of accidents 
more drastic than our own, as regards | occurring, and the best way of doing so 
the age and period of employment and as | would be to have inspectors on the spot, 
regards the standard of education re-| and when such a thing occurred they 
quired, it is equally true that we ourselves, | should have the power to have the plant 
so far as the evidence goes, have not | removed, and to secure satisfactory con- 
suffered, but that, on the contrary, | ditions of employment. He also thought 
leaving outside all higher and wider|it was unfortunate that the local in- 
considerations, our industrial population | quiries should be handed over to the 
is an infinitely more efficient productive | local authorities, for the reason that in 
machine than it was sixor seven yearsago. | the majority of cases the members of 
In those days women and children the local authorities were precisely 
worked for unlimited hours by day those people who were interested in 
and night ; children in the large majority | the industries which were very often 
of our mines and factories were little the subject of inquiry. In these days 
better than beasts of burden, uncared| of trusts and public companies it 

for and untaught; the most ordinary| would be difficult to find some 
sanitary safeguards were uniformly | member of a local authority that would 
neglected, and I do not think it is an| not be interested in frustrating the 
exaggeration to say that the whole system | intentions of the Bill. He thought 
was a vast sacrifice of human life. What | therefore that the Bill should be left 
would Great Britain have been to-day | in the hands of the inspectors to carry 
as an industrial and producing country | out. Another matter to which he 
but for the labours of Lord Shaftesbury | desired to refer he regretted to say was 
and those who have succeeded him in| not mentioned in the Bill. The men 
this factory legislation? We should have| who worked on the quays and docks 
a stunted, sickly, ignorant population, | were men who had no safeguards against 
wholly unfitted to hold its own in the | the dangers which beset them in their 
growing stress and strain of industrial | work, and who, in his opinion, ought 
competition, and it is because this Bill| to come within the operations of the 
takes a new and substantial step in the | Act. In the case of these men it would 
direction of reform that I shall support | be necessary for immediate action to be 
it in this and in all its subsequent stages, | taken, because defective tackle, defective 
for I believe that by means of it we shall | planks, and defective machinery had 
proceed one degree farther in the path} been the cause of a great many acci- 

which it is as much our interest as our| dents. It should be in the power of 
duty to travel. |the inspector, who could only now 

|report, to order the removal of 
*Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College | 2"Y defective tackle, defective planks. 

Green) said he must express his regret | or defective gangways ; he should be 
at the first portion of the first clause. | Vested with authority to compel the 

The whole desire of the Home Secretary | employer, the stevedore, or the captain 

seemed to be to take the onus upon | to remove the cause of so much loss of life 

himself instead of placing it upon the | and accident. From a Return which 
inspectors, and that would in his opinion  W®S issued in 1900, he found that out of 
be a serious blot upon the Bill. In 74,340 of these men no less than 4,958 
dangerous trades, such as that of the| had been either maimed or lost their 
docker, he apprehended, many occasions | lives. There was surely some reason 
arose where dangerous plant ought to|!0" ® prompt remedy for such a 
be removed or protected. This power, | State of things when so many people 
he submitted, ought to be in the| met with an untimely death, and it 
hands of the inspector, but he found) was the duty of the framers of the 
that when attention was called to any-| Bill to do everything in their power to 
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minimise the causes of those accidents.|the matter before the House, and 
So far as he had read the Bill, however, | endeavour to have thegrievance remedied. 
there was nothing to meet the case of | He asked the Home Secretary to give 
the dockers and coal-porters. Some- this point his sympathetic attention. 
thing should be done to secure the | With reference to the laundries clause, 
safety of these people. He asked why | so: far.as Ireland was concerned there 
the recommendations contained in the} was no demand for their inspection, and 
Report on the Causation and Prevention | consequently he would oppose their in- 
of Accidents issued by the Home Office | clusion under the provisions of the Bill. 
were not adopted and put in the Bill by | He could see no reason why religious in- 
the Home Secretary. It was an appalling | stitutions should be brought within the 
Report, and the suggestions made by the} provisions of the Bill. These institutions 
two factory experts—Messrs. Maitland | were not factories in the real sense of the 
and Erant—should have founda prompt! word. Moreover, they were not insani- 
acceptance by the right hon. Gentleman. | tary ; the hours, after deducting the time 
He appealed to him to adopt the recom-| devoted to devotion, meals, and_recrea- 
mendations, and make the prevention of | tion, were much less than the prescribed 
accidents as perfect as possible in the number, and there was really no neces- 
interest of the dock workers. | sity for the application of the provisions 

Another matter to which he desired | of the Factory Acts to these reforming 
to call attention was what was called | institutions. In conclusion, he desired 
the * particulars clauses.” Onthis point) to state that he shared with other 
the dockers made serious complaint.| Members the belief that the Home 
These men were sent out to work) Secretary had brought forward a Bill 
at perhaps a shilling a ton, and they | which, when amended in the directions 
were compelled to take the word of} that had been indicated, would meet with 
the captain or the stevedore who ,em-|the approval of all classes. As far as 
ployed them as to the number of tons | he could see, it was an honest endeavour 
that had to be dealt with. In consequence | to meet the requirements of the case, 
of that system, it was alleged there|and he hoped that in Committee the 
had been many cases in which the men | blots to which he had referred would 
employed had been defrauded of a portion | be removed, so that there might be 
of their honest earnings. The Lord Mayor | reported to the House a Bill which 


of Dublin had brought the matter before | 
the Port and Docks Board in order that 
something might be done for these men, 
but the Port and Docks Board had no | 
power to assist them. He submitted | 
that the dockers sliould have the same | 
privilege granted to them as was granted 
to the textile workers and the miners. 
In those trades the men had a tally-man 
to keep tally of the work they did, and | 
were paid accordingly. Why should | 
not the same concession be given to the 
dockers and the coal porters? It showed | 
a most unfortunate state of law when | 
men could be told to load and unload | 
a ship, and had to take the bare word 
of the captain or stevedore as to the | 
number of tons to be moved. It was 
only owing to the exertions of the Lord 
Mayor of Dublin and himself that what | 
might have been a most serious strike | 
had been averted on many occasions, 
so dissatisfied were the men with the 


present state of things, and that was | 
only done by their promising to ead 


Mr. Nannetti. 


should be}worthy of the Home Secretary 
and a benefit to the workers of the 
country. 


Sirk = WILLIAM CODDINGTON 
(Blackburn): I do not propose to go 
into the clauses of this Bill, as I under- 
stand they will more properly be con- 


| sidered in Committee, but I wish to call 


the attention of the Home Secretary to 
what I consider and is considered by 
many of my friends to be an unnecessary 
interference with and a harassing of 
the textile industries, namely, the multi- 
plication of inspectors. In the town that 
I represent, which is almost entirely 
devoted to textile industries, there are 
three resident inspectors, each of whom 
has the right to enter the mills at any 
time, and to look into the departments 
which he represents. One is the inspec- 
tor for “ particulars,” another is the 


inspector for “time,” and the third is 


the inspector for ‘‘ ventilation.” Jn 
addition to these, there is a lady inspector 
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who comes from London. She comes 
only now and then, and has, I believe, 
to do with the sanitary arrangements 
of the workshops. These sanitary ar- 
rangements are well and carefully at- 
tended to by the medical officer of health, 
who also is practically an inspector, and 
has the right of entering the works 
exactly as the factory inspectors have. 
Therefore, there are three inspectors 
doing work which one man could do 
equally well. In fact, I believe that 
one man would do it better than three, 
because he would know the various 
managers, and he would be able to talk 
to them and arrange matters in a way 
which is impossible with three men, 
because each man has a different mind and 
a different mode of procedure. It is 
intolerable that where one man would 
suffice three men should have the power 
of going into the works at any time of 
the day, interfering with and absorbing 
the managers’ time, and of taking pro- 
ceedings for offences in regard to which, 


if there was only one inspector, there | 


would be no necessity to take proceed- 
ings, because one man would not have 
the same interest in getting convictions 
as is the case when there are three in- 
spectors. Competition, especially in the 
textile industries, is growing every day. 
We have competing with us not only 
Europe, but America. America is in- 
creasing her textile industries at an 
enormous rate, and in that country 
very little interference is allowed with 
the working of the factories. We do 
not complain at all of the Factories Acts ; 
we are quite willing to see them carried 
out in as perfect and as fair a manner 
as possible ; but we dosay that the easier 
you can carry them out the better it is, 
not only for the proprietors of the mills, 
but also for the Home Office itself. I 
think that if the Home Secretary could 
see his way to modify this enormous 
tax upon the country of having so many 
more men than are required for the work, 
it would be a great relief to the industries 
which I particularly represent, and at 
the same time it would be an advantage 
to the country, because the less you 
interfere with trade, so long as you take 
care that the people are protected in 
every way, the better it is for the nation 
at large. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : Not 
for the first time the present Home Secre- 
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tary has inaugurated his accession to a 
new office by introducing a new legis- 
lative project, and I venture to think 
that if Ministers in charge of certain 
other Departments during the last three 
or four years had signalised their appoint- 
ments to office by similar legislative 
activity, the Ministerial Bench would be 
more popular in the House, and the 
Conservative Government more popular 
in the country than is now the case. As 
one who has taken an interest in factory 
legislation, I thank the right hon. Gentle- 
man for this Bill—not because it is a 
large Bill, for it is not a very large 
Bill, neither is it a very small Bill; if I 
used the language of the Regulation of 
Fish Bill brought in last year, 1 should 
describe it as an “‘ immature ”’ Bill—but 
such as the Bill is, | am reasonably con- 
tent with it. And when the Bill is 
connected, not before time, with a Con- 
solidation Bill, I am more pleased with it 
than I otherwise should be. _ It is evident, 
| however, from the remarks of the last 
speaker, that the Bill is not to have the 
| smooth passage that some of us expected. 
On the contrary, I interpret the hon. 
|Member’s speech as the premonitory 
| symptom of an opposition in the Standing 
Committee, and I sincerely trust the 
right hon. Gentleman will harden his 
| heart against suggestions of the kind we 
have just heard. But we must be careful 
that this Bill is not praised too much. | 
believe that it is a useful measure, and 
that it is the logical complement of Bills 
| which have preceded it, but I should be 
| sorry to regard it as a final measure of 
factory legislation. If it is so conceived 
by Members on the other side of the 
House, all I can say is that they are 
living in a fool’s paradise, and will cer- 
tainly soon be awakened. It is an 
encouraging fact that factory legislation 
is being kept out of the arena of party 
polities more and more every year. That 
is a very good sign, because it shows 
that public opinion in the interests 
of public safety is harmonising the 
conflicting interests both of labour 
and of the manufacturers, and that, 
without desiring to hamper unneces- 
sarily industry, trade, or commerce, 
there is a general understanding that 
England ought to be in the forefront 
of all the manufacturing countries of 
the world in its charter of industry and 
in sanitation and ventilation. But | 
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cannot at this juncture refrain from 
reminding the House of Commons what 
happened in 1894-95, when the Bill of 
the late Home Secretary was introduced. 


The newspapers, especially the technical | 
journals, were most amusing reading. | 


We were told that we were harassing 
industry, that we were worrying com- 
merce, that trade would be killed ; the 
air was full of vamped-up fears and 
melancholy forebodings as to the future 
of British trade and commerce if that 
particular Bill passed. I said then, and 
I say now, that the fact is that all indus- 
tries which lag behind the best employers 
ought to go under. Anything that good 
or bad Factory Acts ean do to sustain 
those industries will be ineffectual. 
What is more, I believe that any industry 
which is to be kept on its feet only by 
relaxing Factory Acts and low sanitary 
conditions cannot last for more than a 
year or two at the very most. The fact 
is that the factories which go in advance 
of the Factory Acts in sanitation, venti- 
lation, safety, hours, and wages are the 
factories which are able to beat their 
competitors at home and to dominate the 
markets abroad. Objection to Factory 
Acts symptomises commercial incom- 
peteney and _ industrial — inefficiency. 
i believe it was the Factory Acts 
alone that gave Lancashire its world- 
wide supremacy in the cotton industry 
for sixty or seventy years. I believe 
that it was the fact that in Lanca- 
shire the system was based upon a six 
working days per week of nine hours 
each, and working under reasonable 
sanitation, ventilation, and inspection 
that enabled the manufacturers of that 
county to put their house in order, and 
by virtue of the organisation that 
Factory Acts and fixed conditions imposed 
hold their own against the competitors 
in all other countries in the world. 
Where you find factory owners and em- 
ployers of labour objecting to factory 
legislation on the ground that it goes too 
far, there you generally find commercial 
incompetency showing itself. The most 
profitable industries just now are those 
which are conducted a long way in 
advance of the Factory Acts, and the 
object of factory legislation should be to 
make the worst employers ** toe the line.” 
That would be the best thing for the | 
workmen, and would be advantageous | 


Mr. John Burns. 
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|to the country. I well remember some 
| time ago the Member for the Bordesley 
| Division and myself wrestling with the 
| question of laundries upon the Grand 
Committee. Experience, —_ however, 
teaches, and all those predictions about 
laundries have been falsified. There 
never has been a trade in which the pro- 
fits have been so good all round as in the 
vase of laundries since 1895. I would 
remind the House of what was said in 
regard to bakehouses. It was quite 
pathetic to listen to the deputations 
of master bakers as to what would 
have happened if underground bake- 
houses were abolished. I have not 
received a single complaint, and I do 
not believe other hon. Members have 
received many complaints in regard 
to bakehouses either above or under- 
ground as to the possible danger of the 
introduction of this particular clause, 
and I sincerely trust that the Home 
Secretary will stand by his Bill in that 
respect. There are some hor. Members, 
of whom the hon. Member who spoke 
last is an example, who are under the 
impression that we have gone far enough 
in regard to factory inspection. If there 
is, as he states, overlapping and too many 
inspectors in Lancashire, then let us get 
rid of it. If we have four persons to do 
one or two men’s work, that should be 
a hint to the Home Office to reorganise 
the supervision of factories, and perhaps 
by heavier penalties reduce the cost and 
number of inspectorates ; but it is not an 
argument against the passing of this 
Act. 

I have one other fact to mention. I 
have been making a statistical investiga- 
tion into the question of the lengthening 
of life in the trade to which | belong. 
During the period in which the Factory 
and Workshops Acts have been operating 
in this country the average life of the 
working engineer has increased remark- 
ably, during the last forty years by ten 
years. By that I mean that whereas the 


‘average age of the engineer forty years 


ago at death was from forty-two to 
forty-four years, now the average age at 
death is from fifty-two to fifty-five years. 


|This great improvement is due to some 


The fact is the lower death rate 
wage, the greater and 
steadier profit the increased employ- 
ment all testify to value of Factory 


cause. 
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Acts. In my own trade, I believe it than the actual number of men killed by 
is largely due to raising the age of child | bullets in twenty months of the war in 
dJabour, to the gradual diminution of | South Africa. The total number of fatal 
overtime, to employers’ liability and | | accidents last year was no less than 5,000. 
compensation, to workmen’s legislation, | But beyond this, notwithstanding our 
and, above all, to the Factory Acts, | present imperfect standard of accidents, 
ventilation, and inspection. I think it) no less than 100,000 men sustained very 
‘is a great advantage to the nation that serious accidents. 1 do not want to 
ten years should have been added to an| point out to the House that so long as 
engineer's life after he has had so many | we have five battalions of men sent to a 
years of experience. I think this is an| premature death and three army corps 
asset of the Factory Acts which the|of men seriously injured every year, 

House of Commons ought to cheerfully | there is strong reason for Factory Acts 
welcome and endeavour to extend. Iam | and for inspection. I am a member of 
glad to see that in this Bill the arbitration | the Hearts of Oak Society, which is the 
farce is practically abolished. I con-| only society which goes seriously into 
gratulate the Home Secretary upon doing | the question of accidents, Men engaged 
in this Bill what I am sorry to say I was | in dangerous trades are excluded, but of 
denounced six or seven years ago for | the 206,000 men in the society in 1897, 
advocating, and I am very glad that the | 11,000 were injured and a large number 
Home Secretary has come almost entirely | killed. lf we apply that number to 
my way. The effect of this proposal is| the army of workmen affected by this 
practically to abolish arbitration with | Bill we shall have 6,000 men killed and 
regard tofdangerous trades. But while) nearly ¢half a million of accidents in 
I welcome this instalment I cannot see| which the men were disabled for more 
why he wants to do it in this way. Hej} than a week, and when our reports 
wants arbitration dispensed with, and by show an increase, a startling increase, 
the order of the Secretary of State there | in industrial accidents, there is need for 
is to be an inquiry, and the report is to be | better prevention. Add to this the 
laid on the Table of the House of Com-) lead poisoning andanthrax disablements, 
mons for six weeks, and if it is not seri- | that is the reason why we should have 


ously challenged it is to become law. | stricter factory legislation than we now 
; . | have. 
*Mr. RITCHIE: Not the Report, but | 
lw cavities cs | I now come to the dangerous trades. 
the decision. eed e . i 
- | When a certain newspaper in London 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: Then the|)some years ago started a _ crusade 
decision is to lie upon the Table for six | against ‘‘ phossy jaw ” we were told that 
weeks. In my opinion six weeks is too | this kind of thing could not be prevented, 
long, and I do not see why you should) that it must go on, and could not he 
have an inquiry at all. The most com-| stopped. I have here an advertise- 
petent investigator is the factory in-| ment issued by one of the largest match 
spector who is located in the district. | manufacturing firms, whose name | will 
He sees all the facts, and heis not particu-| not give, for they do not deserve an 
Jarly anxious to worry or harass the) advertisement. I find that after five 
employer. I believe that the majority | years of this crusade they state in their 
of employers and the majority of work- | advertisement that there will be no more 
men would be quite content to accept the | ‘* phossy jaw” and poisoning of their 
decision of the factory inspector, without | workpeople, and that they are now able 
a long inquiry as to what was or was not| to make matches w hich will not le 
a dangerous trade. I cannot help injurious either to those who use them 
appealing to the House of Commons for! or make them. If it had not been for 
increased safety in this respect for this the agitation started by the Star and 
reason. I do not know whether hon. | the Morning Leader we should not have 
Members look over the casualty list or| had this reform. But it was a reform 
the butcher’s bill of labour in this. easily carried out but for the ignorance 
country. I want to show to the House | of vested interest. I should he. to know 
the necessity there is for inspection.| why the Home Secretary wishes to upset 
Last year 5,000 workmen were killed by | our standard of calculation in regard to 
andustrial accidents alone. That is more accidents. There is really no need for it. 


— 
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The present period of notification of| pital and see for himself those four 


injury is long enough, and I believe that | accidents per hour which are brought 
all accidents disabling a man for work | there mainly from the docks and river- 
should be notified. The knowledge of | side industries, he will see a reason 
the figures will make for safety. 1 con-|why the doek industry should be 
sider that this alteration will be a serious | registered as a dangerous trade. The 
incentive to the negligent employer to| dock labourer works under a great dis- 
be more negligent, and will prevent some | ability. If he is working on the jetty 
good employers from being still more | connected with the ship he is unloading 
careful, and I trust that the Bill will be | by a gangway, then he comes under the 
improved in that particular. Acts, but if even a bigger vessel was being 

I now come to a lamentable omission | unloaded under more dangerous con- 
in this Factory Bill with regard to the| ditions in midstream, that ship ceases 
docks. My position in life has placed|to be a factory and workshop for the 
me closely in contact with the dock| purpose of compensation under the 
labourers of this great city, and nothing |-Factory Acts. I suggest that the Home 
affects me more than to go to a mass/|Necretary should take his courage in 
meeting of dock labourers, either in the| both hands and declare that for all the 
evening or on a Sunday morning, and to| purposes of the Factory Acts and for 
ask some 4,000 or 5,000 dock labourers | workmen’s compensation a ship should 
to vote on any resolution by show of|be a “factory” when it was being 
hands. If hon. Members would only go} loaded or unloaded in a harbour, in 
to a dockers’ meeting at Liverpool or at | midstream, in a canal, or alongside a 
Glasgow, and ask the stevedores or dock | jetty or wharf. The admirable report of 
labourers to assent to or vote against any dock accidents which has been made 
resolution by show of hands, they will be| by Mr. Maitland and Mr. Erant should 





struck by the large number of mutilated |induce the right hon. Gentleman to. 


fingers and hands and twisted wrists | make two or three of the present factory 
which they will see, and a more sickening | inspectors special dock inspectors, in 


spectacle | have never witnessed. Many|order to concentrate and confine all 
their energies upon docks. Anyone 


of these accidents are preventable, and 
they largely destroy the efficiency of the | who goes to Woolwich, Pembroke, Chat- 
workmen. Go to almost any hospital | ham, or Portsmouth, and considers the 
or workhouse in the East End of! numberof workmen employed in a Royal 





London, and you will find quite thirty dockyard, where the chains are tested,. 


or forty dock labourers incapable of | the gangways inspected, and where much 
following their employment through | of the gear and tackle is subjected to 
injuries. These strong young men are | periodical inspection, will find that 
subject to these preventable accidents, and | in the Royal dockyards the proportion 
they consequently become a great burden of men injured and killed per thousand 
to the ratepayers. I think all hon. | is enormously less than in the ordinary 
Members will agree with me that in this | docks, where the testing of tackle and 
matter prevention is better than cure. | gear and other precautions are not taken. 
We ought to protect them where we can, | The inspector on p. 91 of the 1900 
and then they would not become a | Report confirms this by saying that “at 
burden on the rates, and we should get | some docks the accidents due to breakage 
more recruits for the Militia from ~ 0 pe chains have been almost avoided.” 
dock districts. The docks should be | We ought to have all the shipbuilding 
scheduled by the Home Office as a dan-! yards and docks subjected to the same 
gerous trade, because the proportion of conditions of tests, inspection, and exami- 
men injured in the dock industry is| nation, and that is what I hope will be 
larger than in the lead poisoning indus- | done. The inspector should be allowed 
tries, wool sorting, mines, or railways. | on the spot to condemn defective gear 

If great loss of life is a reason for making | and tackle. If the right hon. Gentle- 
any industry a dangerous trade, then you | man does this I shall personally thank 
ought to do this in regard to the dock | the Home Secretary on behalf of the 
industry. If the Home Secretary will | dockers of London. — 





come with me down to the Poplar Hoe- | Another point with which I wish to deal! 


Mr. John Burns. 
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is concerning Clause 9, which deals with | of the women working at the washtub 
sanitation, and which gives powers to the | and ironing trade and the calendering . 
local authority. If it happens to be a'| machine have their willingness to work 
good sanitary authority I do not object, exploited by lazy sons and drunken 
but if it is a bad one it will be most ob- husbands, and loafers who live on the 
jectionable. Supposing we have a district industry of their sisters and wives. Let 
council in a district where there is a very the right hon. Gentleman look upon the 
large factory employing 1,000 or 1,500 laundry as a definite profession and a 
men, and supposing that the owner of well-organised industry, and a profitable 
that large factory happens to be the trade, and let him apply to the washing 
chairman of that district council. Per-, of linen the same six working days per 
haps one of his own foremen might be! week, of nine hours each, and the same 
the chairman of the sanitary committee. conditions of labour as are applied to the 
Are we to allow that big factory owner | less profitable Lancashire textile industry. 
under Clause 9 to dominate the sanitary If he does that he will earn the everlasting 
and hygienic conditions, not only of his gratitude of the son of a London washer- 
own factory, but of other factories in woman. 
that district? With regard to home, I now come to another defect in this 
work, I do wish the Home Secretary Bill. Before dealing with it, however, 
would take courage and abolish it alto- I wish to say a few words with regard to 
gether. That would solve a very knotty conventual laundries. The hon. Member 
problem. Home work is difficult to for Waterford said that this clause was a 
control and very difficult to follow in serious one so far as his co-religionists 
the East End of London. It is practi- were concerned. His objection, there- 
cally impossible to control it,and it is very fore, is only on the ground of religion. 
difficult to watch. Inoticethat there are ,[No, no.] I am not going to be em- 
no overtime restrictions in this Bill. broiled in a religious controversy, because 
There is no limit to Saturday afternoon |it is generally abortive. The hon. 
work, and Sunday work is allowed Member for Waterford objected to this 
under certain conditions, and that 1) clause, and opposed it on the ground 
regard as a blot on the Bill. ‘that it was defeated in 1895. I think 
I come now to one of the chief blots; we ought to be clear in our facts upon 
on this Bill, and it is contained in Clause this point. The laundries clause was 
26. Iam very sorry to say that I cannot | opposed in 1895, and conventual laun- 
see my way to agree with some of my | dries were treated in this way because 
Irish friends upon this clause. I wish; the Factory Bill was hustled through 
to deal with this question as it affects | just prior to the dissolution of Parliament, 
laundries. I am not ashamed to say that | and that was mainly responsible for the 
Iam the son of a washerwoman. Two|way in which these institutions were 
of my sisters used to be ironers in the | treated. I want to point out to the hon. 
laundry which now does the laundry | Member for Waterford, whom I am very 
work for the House of Commons. There- | sorry not to see in his place, that he was 
fore, I can look upon the question of | not quite accurate when he said that no 
laundries from a practical standpoint. | case was made out for this clause. | 
From my own personal experience I can would remind the hon. Member for 
speak of the struggles and the worry of | Waterford that there are laundries and 
the brutal overwork in domestic laun- | laundries, there are charitable institu- 
dries to which washerwomen are sub-|tions and charitable institutions, and 
jected, and I should rejoice to hear}there are philanthropic laundries and 
to-morrow that every small domestic | philanthropic laundries. If we give way 
laundry was abolished altogether. It is | upon conventual laundries to one religious 
mistaken sympathy for the Home Secre- | body, then we shall be driven to give way 
tary to buttress up these small and insani- | in the case of other laundries for religious 
tary laundries. They are dying, and the | and other reasons. General Booth tried 
sooner they die the better for everybody | that game on with regard to his refuges. . 
concerned. Some laundries are now , and what was the result? Why, that 
making from ten to twenty per cent. | his refuges, shelters, and philanthropic - 
profit by overworking these women. institutions, which were carried on in 
iam sorry to sey that cnly teo many’ perfect gocd faith for a gocd cause, and, 
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with a religious as well as philanthropic 
motive, became a pest and a nuisance to 
the neighbourhood in which they were 
stationed, and the County Council and 
the Borough Council were compelled to 
bring General Booth within the law in 
regard to sanitation and ventilation. I 
want to call the attention of the Irish 
Members to the fact that it is not only 
the refuge laundries we are dealing with. 
I have here a list of eighty-two institu- 


tions, all of which are claiming and will | 
Supposing you give | 


‘claim exemption. 


that exemption to one set of 
laundries, what will happen? Hon. 
Members will recollect the  eele- 


brated Zierenberg case, in which the 
hon.*Member for Northampton insti- 
tuted a prosecution against a religious 
institution which was taking money 
from the public for philanthropic objects. 
Mr. Zierenberg posed as a philanthro- 
pist, and claimed to be a religious bene- 
factor. He had a laundry in connection 
with his home, and how did he run that 
laundry ? There was no_ inspection. 
He got seventy or eighty girls there, and 
some of them were working 
eighteen hours to twenty hours, and in 
some cases even thirty hours, con- 
tinuously.. He actually got girls to 
stoke the boilers and look 
engines; they were badly fed and got 
no holidays, and they were kept in a 
shocking and disgraceful condition. I 
think that if you were to inspect some of 
those institutions which five years ago 
protested against the Factory Acts being 
extended to them, you might find one or 
two Zierenberg cases. I do not think 
that we should give any man, whatever 
his religion may be, an opportunity of 
doing what Zierenberg did. If the con- 
ventual laundries are kept in good con- 
dition there will be no need for inter- 
ference. If they are not kept under 
these sanitary conditions, then I say 
that, whether they are conventual or 
philanthropic laundries, or whatever 
religion they belong to, they ought to be 
made to “toe the line.” Let me point 
out the inconsistency of some hon. 


Members from Ireland on this point. | 


Whenever we have had the Home Office 

Vote what have we always found the 

Irish Members doing? They 

always worked for the humanising of 

prison life, and making it conform as far 
Mr. John Burns. 
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|as possible with the conditions outside. 
| When the Home Office Vote is taken 
‘the Irish Members have always worked 
for the humanising of prison life, and it 
| seems to be rather inconsistent on their 
| part to endeavour to maintain these 
religious institutions in their present 
condition. The hon. Member for Water- 
ford gave his case away when he said 
‘there were certain industrial schools 
which were inspected bythe medical officer 
and the sanitary inspector of the district 
in regard to infectious disease and other 
purposes. Well, if that is not opposed, 
and the inmates are young Catholies, it 
seems to me that what they submit to 
there they ought to submit to with regard 
to these refuge homes for fallen women. 
Hon. Members want to differentiate 
between Catholic industrial schools and 
five or six conventual laundries used as 
refuges for fallen women. I want to 
point out that that is inconsistent. | 
know the type the hon. Member referred 
to. [am sorry to think that so long as 
drink ravages our male and_ female 
population in some classes there are sure 
to be a certain number of people sunk 
deplorably low. I am for reclaiming 
these people, whether it be by the County 
Council or benevolent agencies, but the 
worst way of reclaiming fallen women, 
however low they may be sunk, is to put 
them in institutions where they may be 
subjected to harsh treatment, and which 
may go unchecked for lack of knowledge 
which inspection alone can give. The 
more humanely you treat them the more 
likely you are to sueceed. The only 
points on which there could be conflict 
of opinion would arise between the 
person in charge of the refuge and the in- 
spector ; but the inspector would not be 
likely to go in the direction of imposing 
conditions of greater severity on the 
inmates, whilst he would not interfere 
with their discipline except where such 
was desirable. I believe that the Irish 
Members, whose motives and intentions 
are good, have been inconsistent in asking 
that conventual laundries should be 
withdrawn from the Bill. I am nothing 
if not a practical man, and I have here 
the special report on laundries. I find 
that some of the lady superiors of homes 
for fallen women in Ireland were utterly 
indifferent on the question of inspection. 
This is what the inspector found— 

\ 
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“Visited two convent institutions where | the supervision of schools controlled bY 


most children are employed. Found hours | nuns, and the experience of France justi- 
moderate; no dangerous machinery ; sanita- iia enehi c al as ae 
tim good. The superioress of one has no| "€S such control; and in the case o 
objection to go under the Factory Act. In| refuge laundries they will be brought 
the second, superioress indifferent to inspection, | up to the best level without irritation to 
tut dislikes “Government rules;” hours | anybody. If they are not able to compete 
yorked within those of Factory Act. 2 ; ee ; ; 
he | ; ._ | with outside laundries their remedy is not 
I come “i the laundry proprietors in ‘in overworking the girls, not in keeping 
ireland Th o are of the same religious the laundries in bad sanitary condition, 
lad © inspector says— }and not in having machinery unfenced, 
“All the proprietors I visited in Ireland) but by appealing to the benevolent 
are opposed to inclusion, if the convent | f,> proper sanitary equipment. l 
laundries are exempted. They complain of the | . i a hi ag as alll 
alvantages which such laundries would then | S!ncerely trust that the laundries wi 
be compelled by this very good clause to 


possess ; for instance, exemption from the | 
be properly equipped. I have earned 


vst of fencing machinery, and exemptions | 
the right to speak on this question, 
and do it with every consideration for 


irom the regulations affecting child labour. 

The latter point was emphasised by the mana- 

gers of the Rathfarnham and Edmonstown si 
those who differ from me. I have no 
religious prejudice against convents, 
because I put all these institutions, of 


laundries.” 
isay with all due respect that if they 

can only compete with private enterprise | ll 

pitside their walls by leaving their whatever religion, under one head and 
wachinery unfenced and by neglecting | make them toe the line. I have no 
the sanitary regulations with regard to | animus against ( atholics, I have none of 
ihe labour of the young, the sooner that | the rival prejudices of a competing sect. 
philanthropy is done away with the | 1 ama respectable Freethinker, and I am 
etter for the children and everybody | 20t, therefore, bigoted. 

dse. In the Factories Report for 1900, | 

| find the inspector says— 


I leave that point, and I come 
now, Sir, to an important clause in 
“If all the conditions of work are ideal,|the Bill with regard to underground 
acquiescence in the general law (which requires | labour. I ask the Home Secretary to 
aminimum standard far short of ideal) could | head ua ers hain Wen ieiecieae 
not be troublesome, while the example set by a | 2¢41_ With this seriously. 1é passing 
boly which holds itself superior to the ordinary | of the underground bakehouses clause 
— public would be of far-reaching | jn 1895 has done an enormous amount 
value. | f : e ° cs ° 
— . = yood in improving the health of the 
“Carrying on his business in a law-abiding |r 8 od b ke P I ‘ rahe | at 
manner, and without making any high-sounding | working yaker. Jt has created a grea 
caim to philanthropy, thereby incidentally | 1mprovement In their industry, and 
om his employees, he e other | what is more, the masters do not object. 
establish ments yhic ‘ ard | ee This 
establishments in which the national standard | But why confine it to bakehouses ? This 


Sir ienieot with Bescon gg oe | clause should be so extended as to in- 

“It certainly offends his sense of justice clude kitchens of hotels and restaurants. 
when he learns that the offenders being philan- | Personally I do not differentiate between 
thropists enjoy immunity from the law. | heleatowees whacs « fet of bead’ is 
| say ditto to the factory inspector.| cooked and an underground kitchen 
| join with the private laundry owners | in which an omelet, an entree, or a 
in London, Ireland, and elsewhere, who | dinner is prepared for Members of this 
a2 frequently hit hard inthe competition | House when they dine outside. If the 
in their industry because of work done | Home Secretary is inclined to inspect, 
in religious and charitable institutions. | let him go through the hotels and 
Freyuently charity covers a multitude | restaurants in the Strand and Soho, 
of industrial sins. I would urge my|and see the filthy conditions in which 
lrish friends not to press the point, and|some of your swell dinners are cooked 
they will find an inspector appointed, |in these underground places. I once 
most probably a lady of the Catholic | worked as a boy in an underground 
faith, and the law will be enforced with | bakery, and that is why I am in favour 
all due respect to the religious suscepti- | of the abolition of underground bakeries. 
bilities of those who carry on these homes. | But the worst underground bakehouse is 
lt has been so with regard to industrial | sanitation itself compared with some 


c : : | : 
schools, the prison inspection of Catholies,' of your underground restaurant cook- 
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houses. What proof have I of that ? 
I have the Master Bakers and Con- 
fectioners’ Journal of 5th June this year, 
which says— 

“When the Strand and every one of the 
West-End thoroughfares are dotted every few 
yards with restaurants having underground 
kitchens which the labours of Hercules himself 
could not cleanse nor any amount of sanitation 
make healthy, if the persons who denounce 
underground bakehouses are sincere, let them 
have a fling at underground kitchens, and they 
need not walk many yards from Charing Cross 
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to find enough nastiness to nauseate them in | 


real deadly fact. Public health really demands 
that this should not be allowed to continue.” 

I rarely dine at restaurants; I hardly 
ever dine at hotels, yet I am anxious 
to prevent Members of Parliament who 
do indulge in these luxuries from either 
serious illness or premature death. In 
the interest of my parliamentary ‘col- 
leagues I do ask the Home Secretary to | 
place restaurant and hotel kitchens which 
are underground in precisely the same 
position as regards sanitation and venti- 
lation as underground bakehouses now 
are. He can do this because hotels are very 
profitable. The men are over-worked, 
and the sanitary conditions are simply | 


indescribable. I sincerely hope the Home | weal be 


Secretary will bring these kitchens | 
within the Bill. 
argument why they should be brought | 
in. I was talking to a man whose name 


must be withheld, because the mention | 


| 


| able to do a full day’s work. 
like many of the Factory 
| vague. 


I have one convincing | 15 was 


of his name would be ruin to his industry. | 


His business is to clear restaurants. 
hotels, and bakehouses of rats, vermin, 
and insects of every description. He 
said to me— 

“Tf the 


bakehouse clause was 


tion, like Othello’s, would be gone. If you 
were to see the places I visit in pursuit of my 
trade you would be positively staggered at the 
indescribable filth I have to deal with. I find 
this in pursuit of my occupation as rat catcher, 
vermin killer, and insect destroyer.” 


*“ Well,” I said, “ you are really the em- 
bodiment of disinterestedness, you are 
the soul of public spirit.”" He replied— 
“ Better that my trade should perish and 
that my occupation should disappear than that 
these conditions should continue.” 
On this subject I agree with him, and 
this Bill should be made the medium of | 
preventing such things. 
=I hope I have been practical in my criti- 
cism. 


applied | 
to hotel and restaurant kitchens, my occupa: | 


'serve them from the 


| 


Acts Amendmené Bill. 660) 


objections. I hope I shall in respect of 


hotel and restaurant kitchens, at least, | 


have every Member on my side. 


*Mr. JAMES KENYON (Lancashire; 
Bury) thanked the hon. Member for 
Battersea for the great compliment he 
had paid his county with respect to 
the way the Factory Act had been carried 
out. He was astonished that the hon. 
Member was trying to do away with 
what, he ventured to think, was a most 
important employment for poor people 
in this country. The hon. Member had 
talked about the conditions in the East 
End of London, but it was wrong to 
judge of home industries by the ex- 
periences there. The same conditions 
did not prevail in the provinces, where 
this class of employment provided work 
for a great many people, and it was a 
very great help to them. Some of them 
were in rather delicate health and not 
This Bill, 
Acts, was too 
The bulk of the employers he 
was quite certain were anxious to con- 
form to the conditions of the Factory 
Acts, but he was confident that they 
much better if plain definitions 
| were given. He pointed out that Clause 
particularly vague, for here they 
| were placed entirely at the mercy of the 
| inspector, who might be a very reason- 
|able man, a very decent fellow, or he 
might be a faddist ; and the Lord pre- 
faddist. For in- 
in the Rivers Pollution Bill, 
they had never clearly defined 
|what was meant by “ pollution.” 
They never had a standard of pollu- 


stance, 


‘tion. Let the Bill tell them what 
they were to do, and they would doit. 
They had heard references to being 


In the proper place upstairs I 


“humane.” The great bulk of men in 
Lancashire were humane ; and the en- 
ployers would be very much ashameil not 
to carry out any sanitary regulations 
| which were asked of them. The great 
bulk of the mills in Lancashire were 
something of which they had a right to 
be proud. He believed the inspectors 
as a body were able men who did their 
| eotk weil, but some of them were a little 
wanting in politeness. He mentioned 
‘the case of a friend who showed an it- 
spector over his works, and s said to him 
when the inspection was over, “I hope 


shall endeavour to give expression to my | you,have nothing to find fault with.” 


Mr. John Burns. 
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The inspector replied, 
jere to pay compliments.” He thought | 
, little politeness would tend to lessen 
the irritation which was sometimes felt 
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in carrying out the regulations under the | 


Acts. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
Hamlets, Poplar): I would like to draw 
attention to one matter that has not 
recived much attention up to the 
present moment. This Bill is connected 
with the Consolidation Bill, and if the 
(onsolidation Bill passes, the House will 
hardly be asked again for years to under- 
take factory reform. Therefore | think 
it is essential at the present moment 
that such reforms as are in accord with 
public opinion should be undertaken 
by the Standing Committee on Trade 
and introduced in this Bill. We have 
had five years experience of the Act 
brought forward by my right hon, 
friend the Member for East Fife, and 
that experience has shown that in 
ertain particulars it was not altogether 
atisfactory in regard to laundries, home 
work, and docks. i agree with the 
Members for Dublin and Battersea that 
more activity is required on the part 


of the Home Secretary in dealing 
with the dockers’ question. With 
regard to labour in docks, the ad- 
ministration of the Home Office has 
ben very limited since 1895, and i 
will be well worthy of consideration 
when the Bill comes into Committee 


whether such labour should be included 
among dangerous employments and | 
subjected to special rules. At present 
a dock labourer at work in loading 
or unloading a ship attached to a quay 
comes under the Factory Act, but when 
he is doing similar work on the same 
ship in mid-stream he is excluded from 


that Act. This is an anomaly which | 
ought not to exist. The Workmen’s 


Compensation Act followed the same 
lines as the Factory Act, and a labourer 
would be entitled to compensation if | 
injured in working on a ship attached | 
toa quay, but not if injured in doing 
similar work on the same ship, if the 
ship were in mid-stream. I trust that 
the attention of the Home Secretary | 
will be directed to this anomaly, which | 
arose out of the compromise with the 
shipowners in 1895, and that he will 
give favourable consideration to -_ 
amendment in Committee. 
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‘T have not come | 


; allowed in certain industries. 


(Tower | 
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In my opinion, the chief blot in 
the Bill is that it does not in any 
| way deal with the question of overtime 
We had 
|hoped that the Bill would deal with 
overtime in the sense of diminishing it. 
In 1895 the hours of overtime “ere 
reduced, and I believe that public opinion, 
and the employers themselves, are in 
favour of a further diminution of over- 
time. The chief inspector said that 
overtime might be abolished altogether 
except in regard to work on perishable 
articles in certain trades; it would be 
a simple matter of trade arrangement, 
The other question to which I wish to 
refer is that of home work. The hon. 
Member who has just spoken seems to 
think that it would be impossible to 
abolish home work altogether; and I 
agree that at the present time it is 
out of the question ; but what is possible 
is the improvement of the conditions of 
home work. The propositions in the 
Bill regarding home and domestic work- 
shops tend in a wrong direction, and I 
think makes the conditions worse. In 
the keeping of a proper register and 
proper lists there is, however, consider- 
able improvement. The most important 
matter connected with this question is 
the control of home work. We have an 
immense number of regulations for the 
control of what I would call the aristo- 
eracy of labour; but I have been sur- 
prised to find, in reading through the 
reports of the inspectors to the Home 
Secretary, only one reference, of two 
or three lines, to any juestion connected 
with home work or domestic workshops. 
The greater part of these reports is 
devoted to textile trades, and more 
attention ought to be given to the in- 
spection of domestic workshops in the 
sweating dens of the east end of London 
and in other large towns. I was very 
glad to hear the Home Secretary give a 
very conciliatory answer to my right 
hon. friend the Member for Forest of 
Dean, who was asked to withdraw his 
particular Amendment on this question, 
with the assurance from the Home 
Secretary that he would give the matter 
favourable consideration in Committee. 
I trust that when we get into Committee 
hon. Members will be allowed a free 
hand in order to strengthen the right 
hon. Gentleman’s position on this ques- 
tion of home work. We want to know 


i 
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where the work given out to‘%be done! than are enjoyed by the local authorities 
at home is sent to, and under what) either in England or Ireland. Under 
conditions ; and that can only be done! the Public Health Laws, as they exist 
by registered lists and periodical super-| at present in Scotland, I believe it js 
vision. The Bill follows in many of its | perfectly possible for the sanitary inspec. 
provisions the policy of the Act intro-| tion to be carried out effectively and 
duced by Mr. Matthews in 1891, and | thoroughly, so far as it ought to devolve 
leaves with the local authorities a con-|on the local authority, especially jn 


siderable amount of responsibility for regard to out-work, workshops, and | 


the inspection of factories and workshops. | work-places. But in regard to factory 
[ do not want to say a word against | inspection and the sanitation of factories, 
local authorities, but it is quite certain I still hold that the responsibility rests 
that in rural districts and small towns with the Imperial authorities. The only 
they had no desire or intention to carry point of objection I have to the measure 
out their duties in this respect. I now before the House is that it proposes 
thought, in regard to this matter, that to impose further duties on the local 
we had a promise that it would be care-| authority in regard to factory adminis. 
fully considered, and I hope that the tration. The provisions as to the out- 
right hon. Gentleman will do something | workers’ lists, which is most complicated, 
to reverse the policy of still leaving in will throw a large amount of labow 
the hands of the local bodies the duties unnecessarily on the local authorities, 
of inspection. ! trust that when the These lists ought to be kept, not by the 
Bill gets into Committee we will be able | local authorities, but by the employers 
to improve it, as was done in the case of labour, and should be open to: the 
of the Bills of 1891 and 1895. sanitary authorities and the factory 
inspectors. Then, too, duties are to be 

Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.): imposed on the local authority in regard 
I approach the consideration of this to prohibition of home-work in_ places 
Bill not only from the point of view of | injurious to health, which duties are at 
an employer of labour, but from that of present discharged by the State factory 
the local authority. It seems to me = inspectors; and in regard to abstracts 
that in recent factory legislation, whether | for domestic factories and workshops, 
it came from this side of the House or} and registers of workshops ; and aecord- 
from hon. Gentlemen opposite, there ing to Clause 17, the already heavily- 
has been a determined endeavour to} burdened medical officer is to report 
transfer the cost of factory inspection | specifically on the administration of the 
from the Imperial Exchequer, at all) Factory Acts in workshops and_ places. 
events to some extent, on to the shoulders and send a copy of his annual report. 
of the local authorities. It is against or so much as deals with this subject. 
that policy that I wish to make my to the Secretary of State. By the Act 
protest to-night. The duty of factory} of 1895 certain duties were cast on 
inspection was a duty laid on the State, the local authority in respect to the 
and carried out by the State for a large inspection, in factories, of the provision 
number of years. In the Factory Act' of means of escape from fire. Nov, 
of 1878 provision was made by which the | the local authorities in Scotland have no 
administration of the sanitary laws in| power whatever to provide fire-escapes 
respect to factories and workshops rested | or any vehicle for the extinction of fire. 
upon the State Factory Inspectors. and, having no machinery for the ad- 
By the Act of 1891 that was changed | ministration involved in connection with 
in respect to workshops, and was placed | the inspection of fire-escapes, that duty 
on the local authority, while in 1895 ought not to be imposed upon them, but 
it was placed on the Sanitary Committee , ought to be discharged by the State, and 
of the Local Authority. In Scotland | dealt with by a special bye-law drawn 
we have a Public Health Act, passed as| up by the Secretary of State. I think 
recently as 1897, which gives to the local | that great danger will result from such 
authority, independently of any factory a system of dual control, for wherever 
legislation, very much wider power you have got dual authority you will 
in respect to inspection and sanitation always have weak administration. I 


Mr. Sudney Buxton. 
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would have it perfectly clearly esta- 
blished, now that we are rightly taking 
steps towards the consolidation of the 
factory laws, that the burden should be 
laid on one man, and that he should be 
recognised by all the authorities as the 
one man to take charge of sanitation 
and factory inspection. 

*Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale) said it was not often they on 
that side of the House were able to 
heartily support legislation proposed 
from the Government Benches. As a 
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large emplover of labour in various | 


industries he could say that this Bill was 
calculated to remove a_ considerable 
amount of the impediments which 
created difficulty in the relation between 
employers and employees. There was 
no intelligent employer in the country 
who regretted restrictive legislation as 
to the conditions of work, but there 
were some portions of the Bill in which 
the clauses were not sufficiently definite. 
He agreed with an hon. Member who 
had spoken that the phraseology would be 
difficult to understand in some elauses on 
the part both of employer and the work- 
men. Clause 5, which was very inde- 
finite, might arrest the application of 
some new discoveries to many impor- 
tant industries. It placed in the hands 
of the Home Secretary the right, under 
regulation, to prohibit the employment 
of, or modify or limit the period of employ- 
ment of all persons, or any class of persons, 
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in any manufacture, machinery, process, | 


or description of manual labour certified 
to he dangerous, and it prohibited the 


use of any material or process admitted | 


tobedangerous. But there were so many 
new materials and new processes in- 
vented day by day, that if any great 
obstruction were placed against their use, 
the developments of science in its appli- 
cation to industry would be discouraged. 
That was a clause which would be capable 
of modification in Committee without 
disturbing the principle underlying it. 
Take again Sub-section 2 of Clause 15, 
which said— 


“In any room ina factory or workshop in 
which any process is carried on which renders 
the floor liable to be wet, adequate means shall 
be provided for draining off the wet.” 


But there were many definitions of 
wet, and of a floor moist to a degree of 
wetness, and therefore in that respect 
the Bill required to be amended. In 


‘of the 
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‘fact, the draftsman of the Bill had n 

quite seen the importance of many 
points. Then as to steam boilers ; 
according to Clause 19, every boiler 
was to be internally and externally 
examined by a competent engineer 
at least once every twelve months. 
Well, he was an engineer, but they had 
no standard of engineering skill for the 
inspection of boilers. Under these cir 

cumstances he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman must admit that he should 
more clearly define what was a “ com- 
petent engineer.” As to the general. 
tenour of the Bill, he believed that hon 

Members on both sides of the House 
would welcome it as a great step in the 
right direction and in progressive legisla 

tion, to control industries in the interests 
of both employer and employed. He 
could say from long observation in many 
countries where there was the best 
application of sanitary science, where : 
the greatest care was bestowed, where 
the largest outlay was made in making 
the workshops at all times of the year 
healthy and comfortable to the operatives 
—there the best work was done, and the 
best trade was done. He hailed this 
measure as a distinct step in the right 
direction for enabling employers of 
labour to control their industry in the - 


way most of them wished to do. He 
believed that the chairman of the 
Birmingham firm whose words had 


been quoted by his right hon. friend the 
Member for East Fife stood absolutely 
alone among the great employers of 
labour in the United Kingdom in depre- 
cating the interposition of Government in 
such matters as were included in this 
Bill, and he was confident that the great 
majority of employers were quite willing 
that there should be discreet Govern- 
ment interference to secure for the 
workers the best resultsof sanitary science, 
With regard to dangerous employments. 
he happened to be connected with an 


‘enterprise liable to endanger the work- 


people if the greatest care was not em- 


| ployed in the conduct of the business 


and in the management of the necessary 
appliances. One of the greatest diff- 


culties with which manufacturers had 


to deal was the carelessness on the part 
workmen themselves in not 
adhering to the rules laid down for their 


, safety and benefit, even after the most 


had' been ad- 


earnest . exhortations 


e 
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dressed to them, both verbally and in 
printed rules. 
Gentleman would make this Bill helpful 
to employers in inducing or compelling 
workpeople to take care of themselves, 
and to bear their share of the burdens. 
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‘friend suggested that there should be 


He hoped the right hon. | 


some definition of what was sufficient 
ventilation, but I think it would be very 
difficult to define a matter of that kind. 
I think, however, the matter should be 


under the controlof one central authority. 


It was of the greatest importance to every | 
industry in the country that these, 


should be conducted under conditions 
the most perfect for health 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: With regard | 


to the exact position in which we stand 
with reference to this Bill, and to the 


Clause 18 will very largely affect trade 
in my part of the country. It provides 
that a person shall not be allowed to 
clean any place under any machinery 
even when a portion of the machinery 
remains still. Now I take it, as an 


{amateur lawyer, unless some further 


motion consequent upon it, the House | 


will remember that we were disappointed 
in not obtaining the Bill on Tuesday 
last. I explained to the House then 
how convenient it would be to get the 
Bill on that day, but we were dis- 
appointed. I hope, however, that the 
House will now consent to close the 
discussion on the Second Reading at 
such an hour as will enable us before 
twelve o'clock to take the Second Read- 


ing of this Bill, and also of the Factories , 


and Workshops Acts Consolidation Bill. 
The discussion has been of a very in- 
teresting character, but I trust there 
will be no objection to finishing it before 
twelve o'clock. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Will the Finance Bill be taken to-night ? 

Mr. A. Js BALFOU R: No, Sir. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) : 
like to call theattention of the House 
to what seems to me a very striking 
matter in connection with this Bill, 
and that is the altered tone of the em- 
ployers of labour in regard to legislation 
of this character. My father used to 
tell me that the early Factory Acts were 
passed in a spirit of revenge, and that it 
was thought by everyone that they 
would be injurious to the textile trade ; 
but we have discovered that that is not 
true, and that factory legislation has 
been not only good for the workpeople, 
but also for the employers and for trade 
generally. Nothing is better for trade 
than that it should be carried on by 
healthy workpeople who are not over- 
taxed. Therefore I say to the Home 
Secretary that, as an employer of labour 
myself, I welcome this Bill. I am not 


-speaking at all from the point of view hs 
Oo 


of opposition to it, but I wish to point out 
a few omissions from it. 


Mr. Mather. 


I should | 


| 


explanation is given, that this provi- 
sion will be extremely awkward and 
injurious to our trade, and I may say 
that the operatives and their repre- 
sentatives will feel just as strongly about 
it, and more so, than I do. I can assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that that is so. 
I know the feeling of the operatives 
as well as he does, and I am not prepared 
to yield my own opinion in this matter 
even to such an omniscient authority. 
Then again with regard to boilers, it is 
proposed that they should be examined 
every twelve months. I would like to 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
the universal custom in our part of the 
country is to examine the boilers during 


‘holiday time, and that time may not 


always come within the twelve months. 
Therefore I think there should be an 
extension of time, say, to fourteen 
months, which would cover the variation 
of the holidays. We have been re- 
minded by more than one speaker that 
if this Bill is passed we cannot expect 
more factory legislation for a long time. 
That is a perfectly fair and just principle. 
We cannot expect the House of Commons 
and the country to give attention to 
legislation of this kind at short periods, 
and therefore we have to take great 
precautions that anything about which 
we care shall, if possible, be brought in 


! “pe - 
now, because if it is not we may make up 


| specting 


‘ 


our minds that it will not be brought in 
for a long time to come. 

There are two important omissions in 
this Bill to which I venture to call 
the attention of the Home Secretary. 
One has reference to Clause 32. re- 
“ particulars.”” The Home 
Secretary is well aware that in regard to 
this there has been an agreement come 
in one of our largest industries, 


My hon. | namely, the weaving industry, after 
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much discussion and difficulty, between wages, and the result was a majarity ot 


employers and employed, which [ believe 


has heen laid before the right hon. 
Gentleman, and I say it would be a 


thousand pities, when such an agreement | 
if the opportunity | 


has been arrived at, 
jis not taken to bring that agreement 
within the compass of the Bill. There- 


fore, L hope the Home Secretary will see | 


his way to embody that agreement in 
Clause 3 
| should like to refer perhaps, too 
hut still L will put 
Gentleman. — It 


is, 
wtopiain to hope for ; 
it hefore the right hon. 
is this: 
people in my part of the country. a 
stronger feeling probably than the right 
hon. Gentleman or other Members of 
this House are aware of, in favour 
shortening the working hours on Satur- 
days. I should like to remind the 
louse that there has been no change 


in the hours of factory employment for 


nearly a quarter of a century. As an 


employer of labour acquainted with the | 


conditions of trade, | know that the 
strain and intensity of labour have 
enormously increased, and that the pro- 
ductiveness of labour has increased more 
thin 10 per cent. during the period I 
have mentioned. 
the right hon. 
fact in mind. The hours of labour have 
heen decreased in other industries, and 
it does seem a reflection on Parliament 
that the one industry in which women 
and children are chiefly concerned is the 
one in which no reduction of hours has 
been made for a quarter of a century. [| 


venture to assure the right hon. Gentle- 
man that this is a matter of intense 


domestic sentiment. I can speak for my 
own part of the country when I say that 
men and youths eng saged in occupations 

re able to return home on Saturdays at 
iho o'clock, while their sisters, wives, 
and children do not get home till one hour 
aiterwards. [ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man and the House to consider this, 
because it will reflect on Parliament if 
the working classes realise that Parlia- 
mentary care means the prevention of 
reforms which would be brought about 
if the trades were free. IT hope the right 


hon. Gentleman will see his way to intro- 
dice this mueh needed and moderate 
reform into the Bill. Phere was a ballot 





as to whether the workpeople would he | 
prepared to give up a proportion of thei 


VOL. 


XCV. [FOURTH SERIES. } 


2. The other question to which | 


‘than the 


there is a strong feeling among | 


} in the 


twenty-eight to one in favour of the 
change. [ therefore trust that the 
present opportunity will be taken to 


include in this Bill a reform so much 


desired. 


*Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 
Though speaking on the opposite side of 
the House from the Home Secretary, | 
desire to join in the chorus of approbation 
that the Bill of this vear is so mueh better 
Sill of last year. I do not. know 
whether, if we had waited a year longer, 
we should not have got even a better Bill: 
but, at all events, several of the proposals 
present Bill are distinct improve- 


ments. IL agree with my hon. friend 


¢| that the ventilation proposals are useful. 
Or | ° . ° 
| although they might be more useful still. 


As regards the provision with reference 
to wet floors, I assume it does not refer 
to floors which are merely moist, 
there are many branches of manufacture 
which the floors must be wet in that 
and | think words to that effect 
I do not, 
water on 


beeause 


sense, 
should be inserted. 
refer to pools ot 


of course, 
the floors. 


Clause 17, which authorises the medical 
officer of health in a locality to give a 


I hope therefore that | specific report on the administration oi 
ope ererore ‘ | 
Gentleman will bear this | 


the Factory Acts in his distriet, seems to 
he a most excellent L suppose 
we may take it as being one of the first 
fruits of the very excellent appointment 
of Dr. Arthur Whitelegge as His Majesty's 
Chief Inspector of Factories, and 1 may 
be permitted to congratulate the Home 
Office on that appointment. I welcome 
the introduction of the medical officer of 


clause. 


health into the administration of the 
Factory Acts, though he must not be 


with the certifying factory 
surgeon. With regard to the cleaning of 
machinery, whether wholly or partly in 
motion, [did not quite catch the meaning 
of my hon, friend the Member for B Jolton. 
( lause 18 says 

“A ehild shall not be allowed to clean in 
aby factory any place under any machinery 
other than overhead mill gearing while the 
machinery is in motion by aid of steam, water. 
or other mechanical power. 
I welcome the introduction of — that 
clause, which is a very great improvement 
in the present law, because undoubtedly 
number of not 
nlso to adults, 


confused 


a very large accidents, 
only to children but 
restilted from the dangerous practice ol 
cleaning machinery while it is) in 


2B 


have 
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motion, Clause 19 deals with steam frequently exercised by the factory 
boilers. It is really almost a reflection surgeons. In Clause 38 we have a very 


on Parliament that we should only now 
be making it necessary to have a steam 
and a water gauge on every 
boiler. That shows how deficient the 
law is at present. But why should 
railway companies be exempted? Is it 
because the railway interest in this House 
is so powerful! Why should we not 
endeavour to prevent locomotive explo 
sions!) Only afew weeks ago a railway 
locomotive boiler exploded, and the stoker 
and the engine-driver were blown to 
atoms. That might have happened in 
a crowded railway station; and [ should 
myself that boiler explosions are 


cr; re 
gauge 


say 
more apt to occur when Psteam ¥ is 
heing kept down than when the 


locomotives are running. ‘There seems 
to me to be no* good reason whatever 
for excluding railway locomotive boilers, 
and of gricultural boilers also. 
I yuite agree that we must have a better 
definition of what a 
neer > means. Many of us employ com- 
petent engineers, and | myself might say 
that inspection by my own engineer of a 
boiler should be sufficient. But in the 
interests of the community at 
boilers of private firms ought to be 
inspected not only by a competent engin- 
but by some outside independent 
expert authority. As hon. 
representing manufacturing 
know well, the custom is for all sensible 
proprietors of factory boilers to have the 
boilers periodically inspected by the 


Course a 


Members | 
districts 
| for it. 


Inspector of the Boiler Insurance Com- | 


pany with whom they are insured. 


Not only do we insure our boilers, but | 


we also insure our economisers, and | 
would recommend to the Home Secretary 
that insurance of eeonomisers is Just as 


necessary as insurance of boilers. Clause 


25 introduces a new principle—namely, | 


that the factory surgeon in issuing a 
certificate to a young person or child 
may qualify the certificate in such a 
way as to prevent that child or young 
person being employed in labour for 
which he or she is unfitted. [ think 
an option of this kind is a very desirable 
| myself know that factory 
nreeous have very often felt) them 
elves under. the obligation, as it were, 
ol certifying children and Vollng persons 
for work for which they were not fitted. 
and | am sure that this option will be 


Mr. Taylor, 


pre VISO. 





‘competent engi | 


interesting exemption which still con- 
tinues to be made in favour of factories 
doing Government work. It is a fact 
that factories in the north of England 
have been availing themselves of the 
power to manufacture goods on their 
own aceount by working overtime, 
when that overtime ought to have been 
confined to Government work only, 
[ would suggest, in order that this pro- 
vision should be properly carried out, 
that whenever it is desired to exercise 
it there should be sent not only to the 
local factory inspector a special notice, 
but that a special notice should be exhi- 
bited in the factory itself at the time, so 
that the workpeople may know to what 
} am elad also to 
electrical 


the proviso applies. 
in this Bill) that 
and railway sidings are to be brought 
within its scope. Toame only a new 
Member. and | intend to make short 
speeches. "This is a subject of which | 
know a great deal, and | have only said 


see stations 


-a quarter of what | wished to say, but I 


| 


large | 


do not believe in long speeches. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Kast Fite referred to the speech of that 


eminent business man the ehairman of 
Kynochs the other day, with reference 
to inspection. Toam not ino any fear 


of inspection, nor is any good employer, 
as long as we have not to pay too much 
But in the same speech to which 
the right hon. Gentleman referred, it is 
cheering to find that the prospects of the 
general trade seemed to the chairman of 
the company brighter than they had been 
for a long time past. He said 
“Tndividual businesses no doubt waxed and 
waned, but the manutacturers of this country 
were neyer, is a whole, it appeared to him, more 
confident, more energetic, more successful, and 
—perhaps he ought to say it in a whisper— 
more wealthy. 
If this be the case, then we have no more 
to fear in the future from these supposed 
restrictions on our liberty than we have 
had in the past. 


Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.): Lam glad that the Home Secretary 


and the Government have brought 


| forward this Bill at a moderate time in 


| 


the session, and have not left it to a 
later period to send it to the Committee 
which is to deal with it. I hope the 
Committee will spare no pains in making 
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the Bill as distinct, as intelligible, and | facturers 
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and owners of workshops 


as clear as they possibly can, not only | should) keep their establishments in 


e 


to employers of labour and_ factory 


inspectors, but also to employees, and . 


that its consideration will not be in any 
wav hurried. It is not my intention 
to go into a detailed criticism, especially 
after what the First Lord of the Treasury 
has said, but I hope that both Bills will 
pass their Second Reading before twelve 
vclock to-night. I would, however, 
associate myself with the suggestion 
that this Bill throws too much power 
on the local authorities, not because | 
am afraid of decentralisation, but because 
of the inconvenience of having several 
inspectors representing different authori- 
ties and causing friction and difficulty. 
| believe in the local authority, particu- 
larlythe medical officers of that authority, 
heing able to call the attention of the 
Home Office to things required to be 
done, but IL believe particularly in 
having at the Home Oftice inspectors 
of higher calibre and greater judgment 
than can be possibly employed by the 
local authorities, and in keeping with 
the supreme power and ultimate judg 
ment in these matters. With reference 
to Clause 5,1 hope great care will be 
used in declaring what process or 
material shall be employed or not. 
lam a great believer in prevention, 
and in the power of science to overcome 
difticulties whether chemical, mechanical. 
or of any other kind. Prohibition will 
never advance the commercial prosperity 
of this country. | should regard that 
ws the last resort, believing that. if 
only the right pressure is brought to 
hear, English science, ability, and dogged- 
ness will eventually overcome the diffi- 
culties and bring to a successful issue 
What might appear to be a most difficult, 
dangerous, or intricate mechanical pro 
cess. That is another reason why | 
think that full publicity should be 
given to all such Inquiries, and that 
die time should be given for discussion 
either here or in Select Committees 
upstairs before any ultimately 
severe or restrictive legislation is passed 
ifecting the industries of the country. 


too 


Stk JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire. 
Northwich): I trust the right hon. 


Gentleman will not find this discussion 
too sweet for his palate. For myself, 
I do not consider Government inspec- 
tion to be a good thing in itself, and | 
would very much prefer that manu- 





good order than that more and more 
inspection should be demanded. I think 
it is a pity that such unqualified words 
should appear in any Government 
proposal as those contained in Clause 5— 
that regulations may be made, among 
other things, prohibiting the use of any 
material or process. I have been en- 
gaged in taking up new processes for more 
than a quarter of a century, and | 
remember very well that process after 
process that I and my partner have 
adopted has been at the time dangerous 
to life and health, but we have fought 
out our difficulties until those processes 
have become a benefit not only to those 


who have carried them on but to the 
country at large. I would ask hon. 


Members to consider whether such an 
extraordinary and unheard of power 
should be put into the hands of a public 
official, ignorant. as he is hound to be, 
of the matter, if it is a new 
material. | weleome the proviston that 
the medical cficer of health should 
report on the administration of the 
Factory Acts in workshops and work 
places, but Loam reminded of a futile 
endeavour which | made in) J&8s to 
induce the Government to provide 
that all medical «fficers of health should 
be made independent of private practice. 
1 am afraid that this new power, put into 
the hands of men of high character and 
qualifications, but who unfortunately 
receive at the hands of the public 
authorities salaries of only £40, £50, or 
£60 a year, will not altogether tend to 
the public advantage. That considera- 
tion may induce the right hon. Gentle- 
man at a future date to provide that 
medical officers of health should he 
put into the thoroughly independent 
position which they would occupy if they 
had large districts, large salaries, and 
ho private practice. There are other 
points upon which LE should like to 
touch, but, in view of the appeal of the 
First Lord of the Treasury, 1 will Sit) 
nothing more than that, viewed) broadly, 
I think the Bilis an improvement upon 
the present practice. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford. E.): The 
other night my hon. friend the Member 
for Waterford asked the Government 


process or 


to exempt from inspection a certain 
class of laundries conducted by the nuns 
The hon. 


of the Good Shepherd Order. 








675 National Gallery (Purchase 
Member for Battersea, in saying to-night | 
that hedisagreed with my hon. friend, said 
that these convent schools very often 
did not object to inspection, and he in- 
stanced the case of the industrial schools. 
But the cases are by no means parallel. 
In the case of industrial schools the Gov- 
ernment gives a certain capitation grant 
for the children, and naturally has a 
right of inspection in order to see that 
everything is conducted in a_ proper 
manner. These laundries are carried on 
by ladies who have devoted their lives 
to the most honourable and charitable 
of all avocations, and certainly the ladies 
themselves and those whom they have 
given their lives to reclaim would resent 
any intrusion or inspection. Ll would go 
further than my hon. friend, and say 
that there should be no inspection of 
any of these schools or laundries in regard 
to which at present it does not exist. 
This question was threshed out some 
years ago, and the then Home Secretary, 
Mr. Matthews. took the stand we are now 
taking, and asked that these 
should be exempt on the ground that 
inspection was unnecessary and uncalled 
for. Moreover, a motion that they 
should be inspected was defeated in 
Committee by thirty-eight to ten. Nothing 
has happened then to justify 
the reopening of the question, and we 
shall resist the proposal in Committee and 
elsewhere, believing that it is a proposal 
which will be subversive of discipline, 
and one for which there is not the 
slightest demand. 


Mr. UH. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth): With regard to the 
question just referred to, the hon. Mem- 
ber has spoken of only one class of laun- 
dries, namely, those carried on by nuns. 
But there are in London and elsewhere 
in this country a large number of institu- 
tions of a similar character, and | know 
that there is a considerable apprehension 
amongst them as to the effect the full 
application of this Bill as it stands may 
have upon them. I believe an intima- 
tion has been given that some concession 
may be made, and | hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will be prepared to receive any 
representations which may be made 
by the ladies who are carrying on these 
benevolent institutions. 


schools 


since 


Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and committed 
to the Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 
Mr, Power. 
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Read a second time, and comuinitted 
to the Standing Committee on Trade, Ete, 


ISOLATION HOSPITALS BILL. 

As amended (by the Standing Commit- 
tee), considered. 

A Clause (Power of Hospital Committee 
to contract for hospital accommodation), 
brought up, and read the first and second 
time, and added.--(Mr. Long.) 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 

On the Order for Second Reading— 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said this was clearly to some extent a 
controversial measure, and, as it had come 
on quite unexpectedly, he thought it 
ought not then to be pressed. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
not press the Second Reading if that was 
the view of the hon. Gentleman. 
deferred till to- 


Second Reading 


morrow. 

NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCILASE OF 
ADJACENT LAND) BILL. 
[Seconp Reavina. | 

Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
* Mr. JOLIN BURNS: ] do not objet 
to the purpose of this Bill, but 1 think 
an opportunity should be given for 
the discussion of one or two points 
contained in the measure. We all desir 
to make the National Gallery as safe as 
such a valuable institution ought to be, 
but I am afraid the plan suggested by 
Ilis Majesty's Oftice of Works does not go 
quite so far as some of us would wish. 
The proposal is to make a forty-foot 
roadway by taking a jeweller’s shop on 
the western side of the Gallery. That is 
all very well as far as it goes, but 
unless — some belonging — to 
a noble Lord also on the — north 
western side of the Gallery are taken, 
the building will not be as safe a 
it ought to be. LT rise not for the purpos 
of opposing the Second Reading of this 
Bill, but to suggest to the First Cone 
missioner of Works that he should giv 
us as good a scheme as possible, and thal 
| for that purpose he should aequire this 
additional property from Lord Lonsdale, 
who, | believe, is willing to sell, so that 


stables 
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there is no need for compulsory powers. | cellor of the Exchequer, even in this 
| take w special interest in this question , year when so much money is required, 
hecause I happen to be on the Fire providing the necessary sum to make this 
Brigade Committee of the London County | building perfectly safe in the future. 
Council. Wherever possible that Com- 
mittee co-operates with His Majesty's 
(Government in protecting public build- 
ings. As a member of that committee | 
visited this particular neighbourhood 
only last week, and [ can assure the right 
hon. Gentleman that if he allows these 
stables to remain, the National Gallery! Ordered, That all petitions against the 
will be left as susceptible to fire as it is at | Bill presented five clear days before the 
present. | meeting of the Committee be referred to 
Tne FIRST COMMISSIONER or the Committee; that the petitioners 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovaas, Kent, | praying to be heard by themselves, their 
St. Augustine's): This Bill, which is an | counsel, or agents, be heard against the 
entirely uncontentious measure, was | Bill, and counsel heard in support of the 
brought in in fulfilment of a pledge | Bill. 
which I gave last year. By it property! Ordered. That the Committee have 
will be acquired which will enable us to | power to send for persons, papers, and 
make between the National Gallery and | records, 
the adjoining buildings practically a Ordered, That three be the quorum. 
10-feet space, except at the one small (Mr: Akers Doasias:) 
point alluded to by the hon. Member |)" “"°"* (CUS) 
for Battersea, where it will be 35 feet.) REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS AND 
The southern portion of the barracks | DEATHS BILL. 
will be pulled down at the end of the Order for Second Reading read. 
vear, and that will still further isolate | a po estas, : 4 
this very valuable building. With regard | HE SKC RETARY To THE LOCAL 
to the remarks of the hon. Member for GON ERNMEN I Be YARD (Mr. GRANT 
Battersea, 1 am quite prepared to con- LAWSON, Yorkshire, N.R.. Thirsk) said 
sider the proposal that we should take this was a simple Bill, introduced for 
this further property, especially if it can the purpose of removing an anomaly 
be obtained voluntarily. AnInstruction Which had existed from 1836. For 
to the Committee has been put down by purely technical reasons ten or twelve 
the hon. and gallant Member for South | boards of guardians were not allowed 
St. Pancras. If that were persisted inIam | to appoint their own superintendent 
afraid the Bill would have to fall for this registrars of births and deaths, That 
vear, because if the purchase is com- | tentative arrangement had existed for 
pulsory the usual notices must be given in | sixty-five years, and it appeared to the 
November. I hope, therefore, that that , Government that the time was ripe fer 
Instruction will not be pressed. [ will | 8!ving equal rights to all boards of 
consult with my right hon. friend the | guardians. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and see Motion made, and Question proposed, 
whether it is possible to acquire this!“ That the Bill be now read a second 
additional property, which, I am inclined | time.” 
to agree with the hon. Member for | , ae 
hiciecoee, it would be an advantage | Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, $.) thought 
be do. “i if the _ of hy antlers i 
’ ro ; _. | Bill was intended to alter had existed for 
(GPE TBSEL Se, Pas, shelve etre gh vey alt 
Seskissietibenn wk I Spall: arene left for another two or three weeks, in 
his; Menke atin ath oe LF ; POM ' order that the House might have time 
ic Paper on the understanding that an properly to consider the proposed altera- 
attempt will be made this year to come ; 


; | tion of the law. 
tu terms with the owner of these stables. | 


| would press upon the Government | It being Twelve o'clock the debate 
and all who are interested in the National | 800d adjourned. 
Gallery the desirability of the Chan-' Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted to Select Committee of five 
Members, three to be nominated by the 
House, and two by the Committee of 
| Selection. 











674 J Adjournment of 
OUT-DOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCLETIES) BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time to-morrow. 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 

Return ordered, *‘ showing (1) from 
each Savings Bank in England and Wales. 
Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel 
Islands, containing, in columns, the 
names of the Officers, their respective 
salaries, and other allowances, it any ; 
the amount of security each gives ; the 
annual expenses of management, in- 
clusive of all payments and salaries, for 
the year ended the 20th day of Novem- 
ber, 1900; the rate per centum per 
annum on the capital of the Bank for 
the expenses of management; the rate 
of interest paid to Depositors on the 
various amounts of deposit, and the 
average rate of interest on all accounts ; 


the number of accounts remaining open | 


the total amount owing to Depositors ; 
the total amount invested with the Com- 
missioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt ; the balance in the hands 
of the Treasury at the 20th day of Novem- 
her, 1900; the total amount of the 
separate Surplus Fund on the 20th day 
of November, 1900; other in- 
cluding estimated value of Bank premises, 
furniture, ete.; the total the 
total amount of Government Stock stand- 
ing to the credit of Depositors; the 
number and amount of annuities granted; 
and the average cost of each transaction ; 
also the year in which business com- 
menced in each Bank, and the name of 
the day or days, and the number of hours 
in the week, on which the Banks are 
open for the deposit and withdrawal of 
moneys; including in such Return a 
list ef all such Savings Banks as, under 
the provisions of the Act 26 Vie., « 14, 
or otherwise, have been closed and have 
transferred their funds, or any part 
thereof, to the Post Office Savings Banks : 
showing, in each case, the number of 
such Banks, as well as the number and 
amount of Depositors’ aecounts so trans- 
ferred, and the amount of compensation, 
if any, made to all or any of the Officers 
of such Banks respectively ; and showing 
also the years in which such Banks were 
respectively opened and closed, and the 


assets, 


assets : 


number and amount of their Depositors’ | 


balances, and the number of days and 
hours in each week on which the same 
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the House. 


Banks were open for public business at 
the close of the year next preceding the 
date of such closing ; distinguishing the 
same, as in the form of the Return, for 
each separate county, as well as_ collec. 
tively ; for England and Wales, Scotland, 
Ireland, and the Channel Islands, and 
for the United Kingdom ; and (2) for 
the vear ending the 20th day of Novem- 
ber, 1900, showing the total number of 
Depositors in Trustee Savings Banks ; 
the total number of deposits ; the average 
umount of each deposit account ; the 
average sums paid in and drawn out; 
the total number of persons who have 
deposited in single sums the entire 
amount allowed to be deposited during 
the year (in continuation of Parliamen- 
tary Paper, No. 230, of Session 1900).” 
»—(Vr. Mount.) 


NEW BILL. 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS. 
Bill to declare the law that no prosecu- 
tion under the Vaccination Acts shall 
be commenced without the authority of 
the guardians, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Channing, Sir John Rolleston, 
Mr. Goddard, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Brigg, 
Mr. Carlile, Mr. Bell, and Mr. Broadhurst. 
I 
VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL. 
“ To declare the law that no prosecu- 
‘tion under the Vaccination Acts shall 
‘be commenced without the authority of 
ithe guardians,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
215.) x 


MEAT MARKING (IRELAND). 
Bill to provide for the marking of 
foreign meat in Ireland, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Field, Mr. Condon, 
Mr. Patrick O'Brien, and Captain Done: 
lan. 


MEAT MARKING (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To provide for the marking of 
Foreign Meat in Jrelaud,”” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday, 25th June, and to 
‘be printed. [Bill 216.] 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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LORDS. 


Tuesday, 18th June, 1901. 


EARL OF GOSFORD. 

teport made from the Lorp CHAN- 
CELLOR, that the right of Archibald 
Brabazon Sparrow Acheson, 
(rosford, to vote at the 
Representative Peers for Ireland has 
been established to the satisfaction of 
the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


TOOK THE OATH. 


The Lord Zouche of Haryngworth | 


took the Oath. 


SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Shute (Viscount Barrington) 
sat first in Parliament after the death 


: of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- 
trom the Examiners that the 


» further Standing Orders applicable to 


the following Bills have been complied 
with :— 
South Metropolitan Gas ; 
London and India Docks (New 
Works). 
And also the Certificate that the further 


~ Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
* ing Bill have not been complied with :— 


<*> 


<4 


“Tn 


Cromer Water. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 
Dorking Gas Bill ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Bill allowed to proceed. 


Read, and agreed to. 


STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [u.1.]. 


The King’s consent, and the consent | 


ot His Royal Highness the Duke of 


Cornwall, in right of his Duchy of Corn- , 
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/ with Amendments. 
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wall, signified, and Bill reported with 


Amendments. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [a.1.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 
STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [1.z.]. 
teported from the Select Committee 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
Committee having found that the peti- 
tioners had no locus standi before them ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The Orders made on the 9th and 20th of 
May last discharged; and Bill com- 
mitted. 

SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 

POWER BILL. 

CORPORATION 


Read 24, and committed: The Com 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 

TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON 

RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 24, and committed. 


NEATH HARBOUR BILL. 
THAMES DEEP WATER DOCK BILL 
Read 34%, and passed. 


CALEDONIAN RATLWAY BILL. 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN 
DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 
RAILWAYS) BILL. 

ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL 
LONDON RIVERSIDE FISH MARKET 
BILL. 

CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro 


2C 
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posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz. :— 

E. Shaftesbury, 

L. Manners, 

L. Abinger, 

L. Brougham and Vaux (chair- 

man), 


L. Monek (V. Monck) ; 


and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly ; the Committee to meet on 
Tuesday next at eleven o'clock; and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying 
to be heard by counsel against the Bills 
to be heard as desired, as also counsel 
for the Bills. 


agreed to ; 


ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 
METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ;: read 14 ; 


and referred to the Examiners. 
LONDON (CITY) SCHOOL FOR ORPHANS 
OF FREEMEN BILL [u.t.]. 
OTLEY GAS BILL [u.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [u.1.]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [.1.]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [u.1.]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 12) BILE [u.1.]. 
Committed to a Committee of 


Whole House. 


the 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL {art}. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [n.x]. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 4) BILL [i.t.]. 
Committed; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [.1.]. 


Committed to a Committee of 


Whole House. 


the 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
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'LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISION AL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL. 


Read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


LOCAL 


METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(HAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER, BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 

passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL, 
House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 


IMPROVEMENT OF 
PROVISION AL 


DRAINAGE AND 
LANDS — (IRELAND) 
ORDER BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 

VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 2 (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 

House on Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

Read 2 (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
(HOUSING OF WORKING 
(No. 117.) 


LOCAL 
ORDERS 
CLASSES) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. (No. 118.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. (No. 119.) 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1“; 

to be printed; and referred to the Ex- 


aminers. 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 2631. Trade of Persian Gulf ; 
Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Draft Order in Council for transferring | 


to the Board of Education the powers 
of the Charity Commissioners to frame 
and establish schemes for educational 
endowments in England and Wales. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


CORONATION OATH AND DECLARA- 
TION OF THE SOVEREIGN AGAINST 
TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 

Petition against alteration of ; of in- 
habitants of Bath; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS(WOMEN’S 
DISABILITIES REMOVAL) BILL. [u.1.]. 

Petition in favour of ; of Corporation 
of St. Pancras ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

Message from the Commons that they 
have ordered that the Committee ap- 
pointed by them to join with the Com- 
mittee of this House to consider the 
constitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty 
Board do meet the Lords’ Committee in 
Committee Room A on Thursday next, 
at half-past Two o'clock, as proposed by 
their Lordships. 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) BILL. 


[Seconp READING. ] 


_ Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
this Bill, which was treated as entirely | 
non-controversial in another place, is a | 
very short one, and has been introduced 
lor the purpose of preventing what 
would practically be the cessation of | 
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land purchase under the existing system. 
/The purpose of the Bill is to amend 
Sub-section 1 of Section 9 of the Land 
Purchase Act, 1891, which provides that 
advances for the purchase of holdings in 
‘any county shall not exceed a sum equal 
| to twenty-five times the guarantee fund 
of the county. It was pointed out in 
, the other House that in the county of 
Wexford loans had been issued up to 
£737,000, whereas the credit of Wexford 
was calculated to be £742,000, leaving 
a margin of only £5,000. Therefore 
in the county of Wexford land purchase 
would be practically at a standstill unless 
there was some extension of the Land 
Act of 1891. This Bill gives discretionary 
power to increase the advances in any one 
county when the Lord Lieutenant recom- 
mends such an extension, or when the 
Treasury is of opinion that a further 
advance can be made without loss. Dis- 
cretion is also given to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant and the Treasury in respect of ad- 
vances to the Congested Districts Board 
under Section 43 of the Land Act, 1896. 
This section is indispensable to the volun- 
tary purchase of land by the Congested 
Districts Board. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2¢.-— 


(The Earl of Denbigh.) 
On Question, agreed to. 
Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and com- 


mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL 
[H.L. |. 
Read 3° (according to Order); an 
Amendment made; Bill passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


DEMISE OF THE CROWN BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


ISOLATION HOSPITALS BILL. 


Brought trom the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and to be printed. [No. 115.] 


BOARD OF TRADE NAUTICAL STAFF. 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I beg 
to move the motion standing in my 
name. 


2C2 
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Moved, For a Return of the nautical 
advisers, consultative staff, and marine 
surveying staff to the Board of Trade, 
with particulars as to age, the length of 
service at sea (if any), date of leaving 
the sea, in what capacities served, 
and any other of the practical qualifi- 
eations held by such of those holding 
appointments under the headings herein- 
before referred to.--(The Lord Mus- 
kerry.) 


Tue Eart or DUDLEY : The Govern- 
ment has no objection to the granting of 
the Return asked for, and I will lay it 
on the Table as soon as we can get the 
information. 


On Question, agreed to. 


feturn ordered to be laid before the 
House. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING—SEAMEN’S 
FOOD AND ACCOMMODATION. 

Lord MUSKERRY: My Lords, I beg 
to ask His Majesty's Government whether 
they are aware of the statement which 
appeared in The Times of the 13th of 
November last, stating that it was under- 
stood that the late President of the Board 
of Trade had under consideration and 
contemplated the appointment of a 
Committee to inquire into the food and 
accommodation provided for seamen on 
merchant ships ; whether this statement 
was correct ; and whether, in view of the 
necessity for such an inquiry, both as 
reg irds officers and seamen, the President 
of the Board of Trade will consider the 
appointment of a Committee at the 
earliest possible time. I was very pleased 
to hear that part of the speech of the 
noble Earl (the Earl of Dudley) yesterday, 
in which he suggested offering induce- 
ments to seamen to enter the service by 
improving their condition. I believe 
that on board the great liners—-the 
Cunard, the P. and O., and other liners 
like them—-the food is all that could be 
desired, and the accommodation is very 
good ; but, unfortunately, in some other 
vessels the food is very bad, and the 
accommodation, both for officers and 
men, is not fit for dogs. The following 
is an extract from a letter written by a 
master—— 


“T think our owners want waking up in 
this matter. 


They think only about carrying 
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capacity when building aship, and when nearly 
finished the question arises where to put th 
officers. I think your eyes would be opened if 
you saw some of our ships officers’ accommoda- 
tion.” 


I have seen some of the accommodation, 
and it is certainly a disgrace to the 
country that people should be allowed 
to be put in such places. There is another 
matter that requires consideration. Even 
good food can be spoilt by bad cooking, 
and I would suggest to the Board of Trade 
that they should adopt some means 
to ensure that the men who ship as 
cooks are really capable of carrying 
out their duties. 

Tne Eart or DUDLEY: I believe 
this matter was under consideration 
at the time Mr. Ritchie left the Board 
of Trade, but I am not aware that any 
conclusion had been arrived at. My 
right hon. friend the present President 
is of opinion that there is not sufficient 
ground for a limited inquiry such as is 
suggested in the question, inasmuch as 
the facts are already fairly well known. 
He is, however, considering the advis- 
ability of an inquiry of a more general 
character into questions affecting the 
interests of the mercantile marine as a 
whole ; but I am not at present in a posi- 
tion to make a more definite statement 
on the subject. 


House adjourned at a quarter before 


Five of the clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 18th June, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. (By Orpen.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
he thought the House was entitled to 
some explanation with regard to that 
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Bill, which raised issues of importance | ments, and the indebtedness had conse- 


which were not ordinarily raised by 
railway Bills. (Questions of public policy 
were involved. The House was now 
beginning to take an intelligent interest 
in English railway matters, and he hoped 
to see that interest directed to Irish Bills. 
He had not risen for the purpose of 
opposing or obstructing this Bill, but he 
had a particular grievance. He was not 
opposed to railway amalgamation, par- 
ticularly in Ireland; on the contrary, 
he thought it a public advantage for a 
large railway to take over a small one, 
provided, of course, that the public 
interest was properly safeguarded. But, 
so far as he could see, that was not done 
in this case. The Derry Central Railway 
was under this Bill being absorbed by the 
Northern Counties Railway. Now the 
latter railway, he understood, was one of 
the tew well-managed lines in Ireland ; 
its charges were moderate, its officials 
were civil and courteous, and it served 
its district well. However, there were 
some peculiar features in connection 
with the Bill. It seemed that the Derry 
Central Railway Company was indebted 
to the Commissioners of Public Works 
in the sum of £113,720 18s. 4d., in 
respect of a loan and interest, and under 
the Bill the Commissioners were to 
receive £85,000, while £28,720 was to 
be divided among the shareholders of 
the company and officials who were 


being deprived of their positions. The 
preference shareholders were to get 


ts. 6d. for every £1 share, and the ordi- 
nary guaranteed shareholders 3s. 1d. 
Surely some explanation ought to be 
forthcoming of that. Again, he had to 
complain that in no clause was there 
any guarantee whatever that the public 
rights would be protected and safe- 
guarded. or that greater facilities and 
better accommodation would be pro- 
vided for travellers. It was simply a 
transfer of the line from one company 
to another, under certain financial 
wrangements, and he did think the pro- | 
moters should vouchsafe some explana- 
tion to the House. 


*Mr. O'NEILL (Antrim, Mid) explained | 
that the Government advanced £100,000 
for the making of this particular line, 
but, unfortunately, the company had 
not been able to pay the agreed instal- | 


quently risen to £113,720. The Govern- 
ment were bound to look after the 
interests of the taxpayers, and so they 
foreclosed, with the result that after con- 
siderable negotiations the Northern 
Counties Company had agreed to take 
over the line on the terms mentioned by 
the hon. Member. It was in the public 
interest, therefore, that this Bill should 
be passed ; otherwise the Government 
might get no return at all on their loan. 
The Bill cited the maximum rates and 
charges which the company were to be 
entitled to charge as those which were 
fixed under the original Act. 


Mr. FIELD: That is what I complain 
of. | say those rates are too high, and 
ought to be reduced. 


*Mr. O NEILL next referred the hon. 
Member to the agreement on page 11 
in the schedule of the Bill between the 
Government and the Northern Counties 
Railway Company, and expressed a hope 
that the opposition to the Bill would not 
be persisted in. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said he 
did not feel at all satisfied that the rates 
of this railway under the amalgamation 
scheme would not be raised, and great 
care should be taken to protect the 
interests of the public in this respect. 
Owing to the many amalgamations 
which had taken place in Ireland, railway 
traftic in Ireland had gone into the hands 
of very few companies, and competition 
had disappeared. This House should be 
very careful to guard against matters of 
this kind, and under no circumstances 
whatever—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 
extremely unusual to discuss, upon the 
Second Reading, details such as rates, 
which, if they are considered unsatis- 
factory, can be amended at a later stage. 
The point the hon. Member is raising 
hardly relates to the principle of the Bill. 


Mr. would 
move as an Com- 
mittee—— 


O'MARA then said he 
Instruction to the 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot move an Instruction upon the 
Second Reading. 
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THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, 
will perhaps be for the convenience of 
the House that I should now state the 
position of the Government in regard to 
this Bill. My hon. friend opposite has 
spoken of this Bill as being promoted 
by the Northern Counties Railway and 
the Government, but that hardly ex- 
presses the position which the Govern- 
ment are in. The Government are 
interested in the Derry Central Railway 
in consequence of aloan they made. By 
the aid of that loan the railway was con- 
structed, and since its construction it 
has been purchased by the Northern 
Counties Railway under an agreement 
between the Northern Counties Railway 
and the Government. Unfortunately, 
the Derry Central Railway has been 
surrounded by another system, and it 
cannot get through by itself at all to the 
north or south, and it is not in a posi- 


tion, in my opinion, and in the! 
opinion of my advisers, to work success- 
fully as an independent line. The 


position is that the loan is outstanding, 
expenses are being incurred, and arrears 
of interest are accumulating. Therefore 
the Government had to consider what 
they should do under the circumstances. 
The debt is mounting up, and as it 
appeared to the Government that the 
line was not likely to be successfully 
worked as an independent line, we had 
to consider what steps should be taken 
to remedy the position in which we were 
placed. The Derry Central Company 
approached the Treasury in 1899 tor a 
revision of the existing conditions, and 
the Treasury decided that they must 


{COMMONS} 


E.): I think it) 


either sell their interest in the line or | 


they must foreclose and sell the line 
itself. They were inclined to sell their 
interest, together with their rights, but 
they did not find it easy or possible to get 
a suitable purchaser. After having 
called for tenders to see what other com- 
panies would give, and having only one 
offer, and that a very inadequate one, 
they decided to foreclose, and now, as 
the mortgagees in possession, they have 
decided to sell the line to the Northern 
Counties Company. This Bill is pro- 
moted by the Northern Counties Com- 
pany to carry out the agreement which, 


subject to the sanction of Parliament, hon. 


| 





| £20,000 
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‘they have made with the Government 
for the purchase of the line. We have 
three main interests to deal with. The 
hon. Gentleman opposite asks what is 
the position of the taxpayer who advanced 
the money. The position of the tax- 
payer is that he gets back £85.000 of the 
loan of £100,000 which he made, and he 
saves the loss of any further interest 


Counties Railway Bill, 


‘which he would otherwise have to put 


up with. As a matter of fact, the 
Government were advised by an inde- 
pendent valuator whom we sent down to 
value the line that £85,000 was a fair 


value of their interest in the line. The 
taxpayer gets back £85,000, he is 
secured against any further loss of 


interest, and he gets the full value of his 
interest. 


Mr. FIELD: But he loses £28,000, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
That is not all a loss of capital, but 
it is partly arrears of interest, which 


under other circumstances he _ has 
no chance whatever of recovering. 


There is also the interest of the share. 
holders. We felt that the shareholders 
who had put their money into the 
Derry Central Company had some 
equitable right to consideration, and 
that it was in accordance with the prae- 
tice in such cases of purchase or amalga- 
mation that their case should be con- 
sidered. We therefore arranged that 
should be aside for the 
shareholders of the Derry Central Com- 
pany as compensation for losing all 
further interest in the line. We also 
provide that the secretary should have 
a small sum as compensation, and the 
hon. Member opposite did not dispute 
the justice of that as regards the dis- 
tribution of this compensation among 
the shareholders. I think this is 
evidently a question for the share 
holders themselves, and one in which 
we ought not to interfere, and, moreover, 
it is one upon which we have consistently 
refused to express any opinion. The 
only position we take up in the matter 
is that the Northern Counties Company, 
which is itself a considerable — share- 
holder, shall have no part in the com- 
pensation. Then there is the interest 
of the public which is served by this 
line, and it is that interest which 
opposite are parti 


set 


Gentlemen 
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| at present, and shall in no way or under 


in my opinion, this line cannot be worked | no circumstances work or use the railway 
independently with any prospects of! to prejudicially affect the full and free 


success. If hon. Gentlemen from Ireland 


flow of traffic of every description over 


would look at the railway map of Ireland | the same for and from Dublin, Belfast, 


they would see that it needs no elabora- 
tion to prove that it cannot be worked 
successfully as an independent line. I) 
do not think, therefore, that there would 
be any prospect of the line being worked 
to the satisfaction of the districts con- | 
cerned by the Derry Central Company | 
if we had sold to them, as they are not) 
a rich company, and they would have 
had some difficulty in equipping the line 
satisfactorily. We have, therefore, sold 
it to the Northern Counties Company, 
which is one of the best of the Irish 
railways, a line which, in the words of | 
the hon. Gentleman opposite, is well 
managed, charges moderate rates, and 
gives a good service. I think that in 
doing this we have probably done the best 
we could for the district to be served | 
by the line. We have, however, 
taken some precautions. In the first 
place, it may be true, and I know the 
allegation has been made, that the 
Northern Counties Railway, under the 
working of their agreement, have rather 
starved the line. Under the arrange- 
ment made in this Bill it will be no 
longer to their interest to starve the 
line, for this line will become part of 
their general system, and it will be as 
much their own line as any other part. 
If the hon. Gentleman will look at the 
schedule on page 14, which has been 
referred to by my hon. friend, he will 
see that we have taken further pre- 
cautions. I refer to Clause 3 of the 
schedule, and not to Clause 2, which 
the hon. Gentleman opposite mentioned. 
Under Clause 3 the actual rates charged at 
the date of this agreement on the railway 
are not to be increased directly or in-' 
directly without the consent of the 
Railway and Canal Commissioners. It 
provides, further, that the rates charged 
in respect of traffic conveyed on the 
railway shall, where higher, be reduced 
to the level of the rates charged by the 
purchasers in respect of corresponding 
traffic conveyed or carried under similar 
circumstances, and for similar distances | 
on the Northern Counties Railway ; and, | 
lastly, that the purchasers shall afford at | 
least the same facilities to the public as | 


Londonderry, Larne, and all intermediate 
points. I think the hon. Gentleman will 
see that while it is the duty of the Treasury 
to consider the interest of the taxpayers, 
who have made this line, we have not 
been unmindful of the interests of the 
district, and we have done all that we 
fairly could do to secure that those 
interests would be safeguarded by the 
agreement we have made for the sale 
of the line. I very much hope the 
House will read this Bill a second time, 
and if there be any questions in dispute 
I think they may safely be left for settle- 
ment by the Committee. [ do not 
think the objections raised are such as 
ought to induce the House to refuse its 
assent to the Bill. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
wished to know who would be respon- 
sible to this House for the precautions 
alluded to being carried out. The 
House ought not to part with the control 
of an Irish railway without serious con- 
sideration. There ought to be somebody 
in the House of Commons to answer 
complaints about Irish railways, for at 
the present time they had no department 
to which they could apply for informa- 
tion in regard to railway matters. He 
thought he was entitled to have some 
information from the Government as 
to how these precautions were secured. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Any aggrieved person has his remedy, 
and he will not need the assent of the 
Government or of any Government 
department. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN said that they 
had been told that there would be other 
opportunities to consider their grievances, 
and that this was not a question of 
great public utility. But he maintained 
that the House of Commons should 
insist that some person representing 
the department of the State responsible 
should be there to see that those arrange- 
ments were properly enforced. At the 
present moment they could get no 
redress for private grievances in regard 
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to railways in Ireland. They were told | 
by the Clerks at the Table that they | 
should go before the Railway Com- 
missioners, but the Railway Commis- 
sioners had no standing in this House, 
and he declined to be shunted about 
by the Clerks at the Table. 


Mr. SPEAKER said that the hon. 
Member would have other opportunities 
of raising grievances of this kind. Details 
could not be gone into upon this 
occasion. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN said that a 
Member of the House of Commons was 
entitled to see that any law passed by 
Parliament was enforced, and he main- 
tained that they should not give a 
Second Reading toa Bill without getting 
some assurance that the arrangements 
made in that Bill would be carried out. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would not 
persist in his opposition to the Second 
Reading of the Bill. He thought the 
Treasury had made a very fair bargain, 
under all thecircumstances. The 'l'rea- 
sury would get £65,000, where, without 
this agreement, they would have got 
nothing. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the Treasury would receive £85,000. 
The £20,000 for the shareholders was 
in addition to the sum paid to the 
Treasury. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that that 
made the case better than he thought. 
and therefore that the Treasury had 
made the best possible settlement by 
arranging for the purchase of the line 
by the Belfast and Northern Counties 
Company. He wished, however, to 
draw the attention of the House 
to one matter which would re-' 
quire consideration. If there was one | 
line of railway in Ireland that had been 
badly managed, and was a_ nuisance. 
rather than an advantage to the country, | 
it was the Derry Central Railway. 
Many a long and weary hour he had } 
spent at Magherafelt Junction. What | 
he wanted to direct attention to} 
in the agreement of purchase by the | 
Belfast and Northern Counties Company 
Mr. Murnaghan. 


{COMMONS} 





Business. 


was that the latter were not required 
to give any better facilities to the public 
than the Derry Central had done. Of 
course, it would be to,their interest to do 
so, but if they did not agree to do that 
he would oppose the Bill when it came 
down from Committee. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.) agreed that the interests of the 
taxpayers had been fairly well looked 
after in the agreement, but he thought 
the shareholders had some ground ot 
complaint against the Government. 
When the Government advanced 
£100,000 to the Derry Central Com- 
pany, that seemed a guarantee to in- 
vestors that the railway was going to 
be a success, wnereas it appeared that 
the Government were aware that the 
undertaking could not possibly be suc- 
cessful. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the ‘Table 
Report from one of the Examiners ot 
Petitions for Private Bills that, in the 
ease of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—- 

Manchester and Liverpool Electric 

Express Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 


time. 


BURY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS BILL. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION BILL. 
WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
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ARIZONA COPPER COMPANY, LIMITED, 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 
(UspeR THE Private LxeGisLaTion ProcepuRE 
(Scotnanp) Act, 1899.] 


Read the third time, and passed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
esolution reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 

“That, in the case of the Metro- 
politan District Railway Bill, Petition 
tor additional Provision, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with ; 
that the parties be permitted to intro- 


duce their additional Provision, if the 


Committee on the Bill think fit.” 
Resolution agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

Reported, with 
visional Orders confirmed] ; 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as 


to-morrow. 


Amendments [Pro- 
Report to 


amended, to be 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


Reported, without amendment [Pro- | 


visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 


visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as 


to-morrow. 


amended, to be considered 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 


visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill. as amended. to 
to-morrow. 


be considered 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 

ii Reported, without amendment [Pro- 

visional Order confirmed]; Report to 

lie upon the Table. 
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PROVISIONAL |! 


considered | 


| ELECTRIC 


CITY 
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| LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


Business. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
_lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as 


, to-morrow. 


amended, to be considered 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 

with Amendments [Pro- 

teport to 


Reported, 
visional Order confirmed] ; 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as 


| to-morrow. 


amended, to be considered 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 

Amendments  [Pro- 

Report to 


Reported, with 
visional Order confirmed] ; 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 


| to-morrow. 
} INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to 


‘lie upon the Table. 


read the third time 


Bill to be 


to-morrow. 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No 1) BILL. 


Reported, with an amended Title 


'[Provisional Order relating to Maryle- 
'bone not confirmed; remaining Order 
! . > 

‘relating to Marylebone confirmed]; Re- 


port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as 


to-morrow. 


amended, to be considered 


AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 


BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported, without amendment;  Re- 


| port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. | printed. 
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PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH | 
BILL. 


STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCESTER, 
AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, EAST AND | 
WEST JUNCTION AND EVESHAM, 
REDDITCH, AND STRATFORD-UPON- 
AVON JUNCTION RAILWAY COM- 
PANIES. 

AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION BILL 

{Lords}. | 

} 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports | 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 


Questions. 





CHESTER GAS BILL Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report | 


to lie upon the Table. | 


RODGERS’ PATENT BILL 
Reported, without amendment ; 
port to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time. 


Lords]. 


Re- 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to the Military 
Lands Provisional Orders Bill. | 
That they have agreed to Amendments | 
to Oakham Water Bill [Lords], without | 
amendment. 





| 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | 
* An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the General Pier and Harbour | 
Act, 1861, relating to Babbacombe and | 
Great Yarmouth.” Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. | 





AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 217.] 


PIER 





PETITIONS. | 


—a } 


BOROUGH FUNDS ACT (1872) AMEND. | 
MENT (LONDON) BILL. 


Petition from Wandsworth, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION BILL. 
Petition from Long Eaton, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Horninglow, in favour 3 
to lie upon the Table. 





{COMMONS} 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL « 
Petitions in favour; from Burham; 
Cuxton; Upnor; Eccles; Snodland 
(two); Peterborough; Halling (two); 
Worcester; Bulwell; Liverpool; Ar- 
buthnott ; Shoreditch; Hunslet and 
Stourton ; Stoke ; Stamford Hill ; Hoy- 
lake ; Halesowen ; West Ham ; Ipswich ; 
Blackpool; Plumstead; Blaina ; Shef- 
field ; Brynmawr; Upton Manor; and 
Walkden ; to lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Birsay; 
Benholm; Lairg; Kingussie; and 
Kilninian and Kilmore ; to lie upon the 


Table. 





SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Draft Order in 
Council for transferring to the Board of 
Education the powers of the Charity 
Commissioners to frame and _ establish 
Schemes for Educational Endowments 
in England and Wales [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2631 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-—CAMPS OF 
CONCENTRATION. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether it is intended 
to bring any more women and children 
into the camps of concentration ; and, 
if so, whether in view of the overcrowd- 
ing in some of the existing camps, the 
Government will establish in Cape 
Colony new camps, well supplied with 
water, near supplies and charitable aid 
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1 beg also to ask the Secretary of | 
State for War whether women now, 
in camps of concentration in South 
Africa who are separated from their’ 
children will be allowed to rejoin them. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The number of people whom it 
may be necessary to bring into camps 
of concentration depends entirely on 
military considerations. The position 
of any new camps must be determined 
by Lord Kitchener, but the proximity 
to water and supplies will undoubtedly 
be considered. Cases of women sepa- 
rated from their children will be treated 
with all possible consideration, but I 
think in the cases mentioned by the 
hon. Member it is not known by the 
mothers where their families are situated. 


FALSE WAR NEWS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that on the 10th 
instant. when the War Office announced 
Lord Kitchener’s denial of the report con- 
cerning the alleged surprise of General 
Beyer’s commando, Reuter’s Telegram 
Company telegraphed to their agent at 
Cape Town for the full facts, and on the 
14th instant were advised by the Cable 
Company that their message of inquiry 
had been stopped by the censor; and 
will he state under what circumstances 
this telegram was suppressed, and what 
action has been taken by Lord Kitchener 
in regard to the person who communi- 
cated from Pretoria on the 5th of June 
the report, the truth of which has been 
denied by Lord Kitchener. 

Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware 
of the action imputed to the censor. 
Lord Kitchener has warned the agent 
to be more careful, but is of opinion that 
the case is not one for suspension. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. Gen- 
tleman obtain the other information 
asked for in the question ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think | 
the matter is sufficiently important for 
further inquiry. 


GENERAL PRINSLOO’S FORCE. 
Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg, 
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whether he can inform the House if the 
Boer general Prinsloo and the force of 
more than 4,000 men who surrendered 
with him in 1900 were all detained as 
prisoners of war and deported to St. 
Helena or elsewhere. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The majority of 
the men who surrendered with General 
Prinsloo were detained as prisoners of 
war, and are now in Ceylon. 


SOUTH AFRICAN NATIVES—USE OF 
THE LASH. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he 
has now received official information 
as to the sanctioning by the High Com- 
missioner for South Africa of the use 
of the lash in punishing natives under 
magisterial orders in the Transvaal, and 
has had an opportunity of discussing 
this and other matters affecting native 
interests with Lord Milner ; and whether 
he will lay upon the Table of the House 
correspondence or proposals as to the 
provisions for the supply and control 
of native labour in the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colonies, or otherwise 
inform the House as to the contemplated 
arrangements before these arrangements 
are allowed to be enforced. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): (1) I have discussed 
the subject referred to in the first question 
with Lord Milner, who fully shares my 
strong objection to the indiscriminate 
or excessive use of the lash as a punish- 
ment. Heinforms me that the proclama- 
tion just issued alters the previous prac- 


tice by reducing the maximum number of 


lashes and by limiting the offences for 
which the punishment can be given, and 
it also makes necessary in most cases the 
sanction of a higher authority before the 
punishment can be inflicted. It is, there- 
fore, a great improvement on the law of 
the late Government of the South African 
Republic, and I am informed that the 
legal adviser of the Government—Mr. 
Solomon—has already issued a circular 
to magistrates warning them to be 
sparing in the use of the lash, (2) The 


, question of native labour is under con- 


sideration, and it is probable that nothing 


will be settled till Lord Milner returns. 
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There is no correspondence which can 


be laid. 


SOUTH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, either from the terms of their 
enlistment or from their training, Baden 
Powell's Police are available as a military 
force outside the Transvaal and Orange 
River Colonies ; if not, what precedents 
exist for making two-fifths of the cost of 
maintaining a colonial police force a 
permanent charge upon the Imperiat 
Exchequer. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) The 
South African Constabulary, by the 
terms of enlistment, are available for 
service in any part of British South 
Africa. (2) The present arrangement 
of charge is not permanent, and the 
Imperial Government will be relieved 
of its share when the numbers are re- 
duced to 6,000. Meanwhile the addi- 
tional 4,000 has been raised for Imperial 
service during the continuance of the 
war. 


SECOND KING’S ROYAL RIFLES. 

Mr. MANSFIELD — (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, seeing that 


the Second King’s Royal Rifles on their | 


return from Ladysmith to Rawalpindi 
were compelled, firstly, to outfit them- 
selves at practically their own expense, 
and, secondly, to provide themselves with 
a new kit to replace that left behind and 
lost at Pietermaritzburg, he will make the 
amendment of the Army Order of this 
year in reference to this matter retro- 
spective, and order a refund of the 
amounts expended. 

Tne FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord 


Lancashire, Westhoughton): The cir- 


cumstances have not been reported to | 


the War Office, but inquiries will be at 
once addressed to the Indian Govern- 
ment. If the facts are as stated a re- 
fund will be made. 


DUBLIN FUSILIERS. 
Mr. O'SHEE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 


{COMMONS} 


STANLEY, | 


the question was addressed. 


seeing that the fourteen non-commis- | 
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sioned officers and men of the Dublin 
Fusiliers mentioned in the list issued 
by the War Office on the 15th 


instant as having rejoined have done so 
only within the past few days, can he 
state where they have been detained 
since the release of the body of their 
prisoners by the Boers in June, 1900; 
and will the arrears of their pay in respect 
of the period since they were reported 
missing. namely, seven on 30th October, 
1899, and seven on 15th December, 
1899, be now paid to them. 


Lorp STANLEY: These men_ pro- 
bably rejoined their battalion many 
months ago, but the fact of their having 
so rejoined had not been reported from 
South Africa until last week. Prisoners 
of war who rejoin are paid all arrears of 
pay as soon as they have passed through 
the usual court of inquiry, and there is 
no reason to suppose that these men 
have not received their back pay. 


IRELAND'S CLAIM TO GOVERNMENT 
WORK AND CONTRACTS. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the evidence of 
the Duke of Connaught before the Com- 
mittee on War Office Organisation, 
which shows that articles such as_bed- 
steads, ladders, tables, bags, and brushes 
are now sent from Woolwich to Ireland, 
though similar articles could be procured 
at a cheaper rate in Ireland ; and, seeing 
that the witness recommended that these 
articles should in future be procured in 
Ireland, and that the shipbuilding and 
repairing work done in that country 
should henceforward be _ increased, 
whether he has taken or proposes to take 
any steps to ensure that these recom- 


'mendations will be acted upon by the 


War Office. 

Lorp STANLEY: Perhaps I may 
be allowed to answer this question. I 
shall be glad if the hon. Member will 
refer to my reply to a similar question 


| put yesterday by the hon. Member for 
| the College Green Division of Dublin.* 


Mr. MURPHY complained of the 


absence of the Chief Secretary, to whom 





* See page 548. 


to ask tl 





705 


Lol 
absol 
Secre 
matte 
and t 


BEI 

MR. 
N.): 
for W 
advisa 
daily 1 
returi 


Mr. 
May I 
allowa 
also ec 
ing ha 
by isst 


Lor 
from * 
daily r 
penny. 


Mr. 
Lord d 
illicit 
on boa 


Lori 
Mr. 


some e 


Al 


CAPT 
I beg t 
War if 
Class A 
quarte1 
mitted 
furloug 
granted 


conditic 


LorD 
entirely 
ing the 
matters 


garrisor 


interfer 
matters 


J 
Mr. ( 





704 
blin 


ued 
5th 
> SO 

he 
ned 
1eir 
IO: 
ect 
‘ted 
ber, 
ber, 


105 Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: The question has 
absolutely nothing to do with the Chiet 
Secretary for Ireland. It deals with 
matters affecting solely the War Office 
and the Commander-in-Chief in Ireland. 


BEER RATIONS ON TRANSPORTS. 

Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will consider the 
advisability of sanctioning the issue of a 
daily ration of beer to troops at sea when 
returning from South Africa. 


Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : 
May [ask the noble Lord whether, if this 
allowance is made, the authorities will 
also consider the desirability of encourag- 
ing habits of total abstinence in the Army 
by issuing non-intoxicating liquors ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Troops returning 
from South Africa are able to purchase a 
daily ration of a pint of good beer for one 
penny. 

Mr. LLEWELLYN: Is the noble 
Lord aware of the extent to which the 
illicit sale of abominable liquor goes on 
on board the transports ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 
Mr. LLEWELLYN: I will give him 


some evidence. 


RESERVE GARRISON 
ARTILLERY. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 


ARMY 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 


War if he can state why men of the First 
Class Army Reserve Garrison Artillery 
quartered at Portsmouth are not  per- 
mitted to proceed on continuous working 
furlough, although such permission is 
granted to those serving under like 
conditions at other stations. 

Lorp STANLEY: This is a matter 
entirely for the general officer command- 
ing the district, who is guided in these 
matters by the requirements of his 
garrisons. There is no intention § of 
interfering with his discretion in these 
matters. 


RECRUITING STATISTICS. 
Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.): I beg 


to ask the Secretary of State for War if he | 
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will grant a monthly Return of the num- 
ber of recruits to the cavalry, artillery, 
infantry, and Militia, in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, Cd. 525. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. I am 
endeavouring to carry out the recom- 
mendations of the Committee which has 
recently reported on the War Office 
organisation and to minimise Returns. 
I cannot, therefore, consent to the hon. 
Member’s request. 


HONOURS FOR NAVAL 
WARRANT OFFICERS. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can now state what decision 
has been arrived at as to the participation 
of warrant officers of the Navy in the 
promotions and honours now being 
awarded in connection with the South 
African campaign. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PRetTYMAN, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): I beg leave to refer the hon. 
Gentleman to the answer given to his 
previous question by the Secretary of 
the Admiralty.* The formal steps re- 
quisite for establishing this new decora- 
tion are being taken, and effect will be 
given to the decision at the earliest 
possible date by publication in the 
London Gazette. 


WAR 


GIBRALTAR WORKS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg 
to ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he will state the estimated 
respective cost of completing the works 
now in progress and those which have 
been temporarily suspended at Gibraltar. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The particulars 
asked for are not at present available. 
The whole of the work at Gibraltar is let 
in a single contract. Elaborate calcula- 
tions would be necessary to ascertain the 
amount already expended and remaining 
to be expended in respect of the parti- 
cular works referred to in the hon. 
Member’s question. I may say that, 
roughly speaking, £2,000,000 is abow, 
the sum required to complete all the 


' works, some £300,000 of which would 





* See preceding volume, page 441. 
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be spent upon the items proposed to be 
deferred 


Questions. 


INDIAN STATE RAILWAYS—FOREIGN 
ORDERS FOR MATERIAL. 

Sir CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India, in view of the fact that 
wheels and axles and other material for 
the use of the Indian State or Guaranteed 
Railways have been ordered from 
Messrs. Krupp and Company, Essen, 
and shipped at Hamburg for Calcutta 
by foreign vessels, and that tenders for 
railway wagons have been ordered 
in Austria and shipped at Trieste for 
Calcutta by foreign vessel, whether he 
can state the quantity in tous and value 
so ordered; and whether he will grant 
a Return showing the quantity in tons 
and value of all the railway material for 
the Indian State and Guaranteed Rail- 
ways, and whether purchased at home 
or abroad, and shipped in British or 
foreign vessels, for the last five years 
1896 to 1900, inclusive, if moved for. 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 


Ealing): I understand that one of the | 


Indian railway companies has recently 
ordered thirty-one locomotive tenders 
from Messrs. Krupp, and fifty goods 
brake vans from a Hungarian firm, the 
total value of the two orders being 


£26,066. I cannot give the weight in 
tons. As regards the second question, 


I can at once furnish my hon. friend with 
the information he wants so far as State 
railways are concerned. 


KING’S ACCESSION OATH. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he has received an 
intimation that the Federal Cabinet 
of Australia is unanimously in favour 
of a revision of the oath taken by the | 
King in reference to Catholics. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
not received any communication from 
the Federal Cabinet of Australia on 
the subject. - 


{COMMONS} 


FOR ! 
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Affairs whether His Majesty's Govern. 
‘ment has sanctioned, or proposes to sanc- 
tion, the suggestion of Sir Lloyd Mathews, 
in his memorandum of 19th January, 
1901, printed in Parliamentary Paper, 
Africa, No. 4 (1901), for procuring 
native labour for Zanzibar and Pemba 
from the British East Africa and 
Uganda Protectorates on contracts for 
three years or longer, to be entrusted 
‘to Zanzibar merchants or a company 
empowered to draft such labour in 
gangs to wherever it may be required, 
and solely responsible for the wages and 
upkeep incident to it; and whether His 
Majesty's Government has received in- 
formation as to the deportation of slaves 
from Pemba to Muscat since the Anti- 
Slavery Decree of the Sultan of Zanzibar ; 
and, if so, whether any, or what, steps 
have been taken to prevent such deporta- 
tion during the past three years by the 
action of His Majesty's warships in 
watching the coast. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): His 
| Majesty’s Government have not  sanc- 
tioned, and do not, as at present advised, 
propose to sanction, the suggestion in 
question. All the information received 
by His Majesty's Government regarding 
the deportation of slaves from Pemba 


‘has been laid before the House in slave 


trade papers, which also contain reports 
from naval officers as to the operations 


‘of His Majesty’s ships. 


TURKISH RAILWAY CONCESSIONS. 

Lord EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, with regard to the concession 
made in November, 1899, by the Porte 


‘to a German syndicate represented by 


the Deutsche Bank for the construction 
of a railway from Konia to the Persian 
Gulf, to expire in 1906, whether he has 
any official information to the effect that 
since the concession was made the Ger- 
man syndicate has asked that a kilo- 
metrical guarantee should be given to 


‘them by the Porte, and that the Porte 


| has proposed to raise the present tariff 


SLAVERY IN ZANZIBAR. 
Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
| 


on imports with a view to providing 
the sum required; and if he has any 
information that an English syndicate 
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offered in 1899 to construct the line to{ ment has been made between the Porte 
the Persian Gulf without a kilometrical| and the Russian Government is of a 
or other guarantee. confidential nature ; and His Majesty’s 
| Government have no information which 
[ beg also to ask the Under Secretary could properly be made public. 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he has 
any information relating to the con- CHINA—ANGLO-GERMAN AGREEMENT 
vention between the Porte and the, _pripisH INTERESTS IN THE YANG- 
Russian Government, of April, 1900, ! TSZE VALLEY. 
under which the Porte has agreed to  *\{r, HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): On 
grant no concession for the construction behalf of the hon. Member for the Barns- 
of railways in the north-eastern parts Jey Division of Yorkshire, J beg to ask 
of Asia Minor except to Russian com- | the Under Secretarv of State for Foreign 
panies, and will he state whether any Affairs whether, under the Anglo- 
Papers will be presented to Parliament (Jerman agreement, Germany is acknow- 
on this subject and the other railways | Jedged by His Majesty’s Government 
communication in Asia Minor. to be entitled to the same rights and 
pe 1 privileges in the Yang-tsze region as 
Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.) : May | Great Britain, except as regards railway 
[ ask whether the noble Lord can say enterprises. ’ 
what line the railway mentioned in : : : 
the first question proposes to follow; and “Viscount CRANBORNE: By the 
in regard to the second question whether Anglo-German Agreement it is agreed 
the Russian Government has any in- that the ports on the rivers and littoral 
tention of constructing the railways of China shall remain free and open 
themselves, and whether the Turkish to trade and to every other legitimate 
Government are forbidden not only to form of economic activity for the 
grant concessions for these railways to nationals of all countries wherever the 
foreign companies, but to make them signatory Governments can exercise 
themselves with foreign financial assist- influence. 
ance. 
‘HINESE INDEMNITY. 
*Viscount CRANBORNE: I cannot, giz; MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
answer these latter questions without brightshire): I beg to ask the Under 
notice. It is believed that a preliminary Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
agreement was made between the Porte whether Great Britain has formally in- 
and a German syndicate for such a formed the Powers that she will not 
concession as is described in December, consent to China increasing the duty 
1899, but no information has been! or duties on opium and rice to pay the 
received that the concession has been jndemnity. : 
definitely granted or its details settled. M ; as r , 
It is understood that a kilometric guaran-| * Viscount CRANBORNE: We have 
tee was contemplated as one of the stated that the imposition of any tax 
conditions of the concession, but it is On rice or cereals now free would be very 
not known that any progress has been | impolitic, and, as far as we are aware, 
made towards settling the point. The this view is shared by the other Powers. 
Porte has proposed to raise the present | It is not proposed to make any change 
tariff on imports, but no intimation | 4s regards the duty on opium. 
has been given that this measure was | 
intended for the purpose of providing CONSULAR APPOINTMENTS HELD BY 
the sum required for the guarantee. | RETIRED OFFICERS. 
The Public Debt Commission would Mr. HARRIS (Tynemouth): I beg 
have a first claim upon any increased | to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
revenue so obtained. His Majesty’s| Foreign Affairs whether he can state 
Government are not aware of an offer| how many retired naval and military 
having been made by an English syndi-| officers there are at the present time 
eate to construct the line in question | holding consular appointments worth 
without a guarantee. Whatever agree-| £200 a year or over, and who have not 
| 
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passed any examination in foreign 
languages. 

*ViscounT CRANBORNE: There 


are twelve ex-naval and military officers 
holding ordinary consular appointments 
at the present time who have not, within 
the knowledge of the Foreign Office, 
passed an examination in foreign lan- 
guages. But it does not follow that they 
are unacquainted with foreign languages. 


TURKEY—BRITISH VICE-CONSUL AT 
KONTA. 

Eart PERCY : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether His Majesty’s vice-consul has 
been recently withdrawn from Konia ; 
and, if so, whether, in view of the com- 
mercial interests involved, steps will be 
taken to fill the vacancy as soon as 
possible. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: The British 

vice-consulate at Konia was abolished 
in February last, after communication 
with His Majesty’s Ambassador at 
Constantinople and Consul at Angora. 
British interests in that district are not 
such as to require the supervision of a 
consular officer, and, so far as our infor- 
mation goes, there are no other reasons 
for which the presence of a representa- 
tive of this country in the district would 
be desirable; but if the information 
of my noble friend is different we shall 
be very glad to consider it. 


MURDER OF AN ENGLISHMAN IN 
MEXICO. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if he has received 
any information with regard to the 
murder and robbery of Mr. Robert R. 
Emett, an English mine manager, at 
Zacualtipan, Mexico; and if he will 
instruct His Majesty’s representative in 
Mexico to take such action as will 
prevent the recurrence of the frequent 
and unpunished murders of British 
subjects in the mining districts of Mexico. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE : His 
Majesty’s Government have no informa- 
tion on the subject, but inquiry will be 
made of His Majesty’s Minister at Mexico. 


{COMMONS} 


| person responsible for placing the coal 








‘Questions. 
COAL DUTY. 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire. N.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex. 
chequer whether, in view of the diffi- 
eulty which has arisen in construing the 
Customs House rules in relation to the 
coal duty, he can state if it has been 
definitely determined upon whom the 
liability to pay coal duty rests in the ease 
where the seller has sold coal free on 
board at a British port, and the pur. 
chaser has resold the coal for delivery. 
cost, freight, and insurance at a foreign 
port ; also, in the case in which the first 
seller has sold the coal free on board at a 
British port and the purchaser has resold 
the coal to a second purchaser free on 
board at the same or another British 
port, and this purchaser has in turn 
resold the coal for delivery c.i.f. at a 
foreign port ; whether a uniform prac- 
tice with regard to charging the liability 
to pay coal duty in the cases named has 
been adopted at the Customs Offices at 
all British ports; and whether, in the 
event of there existing such a uniform 
practice, he can state what it is for the 
information of those engaged in the 
export coal trade. 


~T 
— 
wo 


Mr. CHARLES M*ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) was about to put a 
question on a cognate subject, but was 
ruled out of order by Mr. Speaker. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol. 
W.): Under Section 139 of the Customs 
Consolidation Act, 1876, and by analogy 
with the provisions of that Act respect: 
ing the importation of dutiable goods 
and the exportation of drawback goods. 
the exporter of the coal free on board 
must pass the entry for it and pay, or 
give bond for, the export duty. The 
exporter need not do this in person. 
but may employ for the purpose any 
agent he likes, be it the middleman 
to whom he has sold the coal or any- 
one else. Whom he employs 
matter for arrangement between vendor 
and vendee, not for the decision of the 
Customs. It is immaterial, from the 
point of view of the Customs, how often 
coal once placed free on board changes 
ownership before it leaves this country, 
or before it is landed in another. The 
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free on board is also responsible for pass- | 


ing the entry and paying the duty at the 
time of its being so placed free on board. 
The difficulty to which the hon. Member 
refers has arisen, not between the 
Customs and exporters of coal, but 
between vendors and vendees or their 
agents. 


Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
] beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he is now prepared to 
make any statement of the intention 
of the Government to reduce the export 
upon small coal to 6d. per ton. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether, having regard to the fact that 


very strong opposition has been ex- | 


pressed by patent fuel manufacturers, 
and also that notice of Amendments has 
been given on the Committee stage of the 
Bill, he will defer coming to any decision 
until he has heard all the pros and cons 
of the question. 


Sr M. HICKS BEACH: That is 
exactly my position. I have no state- 
ment to make on this subject, except 


that the report, which I understand | 


appeared in the press, to the effect that I 
intended to propose the reduction sug- 
gested, is quite inaccurate. All I have 
ever said was that if the trade asked me 
for such a reduction and proposed a rea- 
sonable and workable definition of small 
coal, | would consider it ; but I see great 
difficulty in arriving at such a definition. 


PAYMENT OF INCOME TAX BY THE 
CROWN. 

Mr. M‘KENNA: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
in regard to the payment of income tax 
by the Crown, the same course will be 
taken as was taken by her late Majesty. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: When Sir 


Robert Peel introduced the income tax | 


in 1842 he was authorised by the late 
Queen to announce to Parliament that 
Her Majesty would pay income tax on 
the Privy Purse and on Class III. of the 
Civil List. It was so paid during her 
late Majesty’s reign. We have advised 
that a similar course should be taken 
how, and that course will be followed. 
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WALSALL WATCH COMMITTEE 
LICENSING PROSECUTIONS. 
Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been directed 
to a report of the watch committee 
of the Walsall Town Council of last 
month forbidding the chief constable, 
on his own initiative, to take out sum- 
monses without first consulting the 
town clerk ; and whether, seeing that 
such an arrangement is unusual, he 
will take steps to prevent the chief 
constable in this case being hampered 
in his endeavour to enforce the licensing 
laws in the borough. 


*TueE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcui£, Croydon): My attention has 
not been called to this particular borough, 
but I am aware that similar directions 
have been issued by watch committees 
in some other boroughs. I cannot say 
that such a direction is not within the 
of the watch committee, but 
evidently it is a matter which requires 
the exercise of the utmost discretion. 


FOOD AND DRUGS ACT 
PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the working of 
the Food and Drugs Act, under which 
a seller may be prosecuted on the sole 
ground of the analysis of a local public 
analyst, who is liable to error, and the 


| public analyst himself may be prosecuted 


on the grounds that his analysis is wrong ; 
and whether he would consider the 
expediency of introducing legislation to 
assimilate the working of the Food and 
Drugs Act to that of the Fertilisers Act 
in respect of having the analysis of the 
local analyst revised by skilled analysts 
of the Local Government Board before 
proceeding to a prosecution under the 


Act. 
Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): Before 


the right hon. Gentleman answers may 
I ask the Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he is aware of the frequent 
cases of injustice due to the existing law 
regarding prosecutions under the Food 


jand Drugs Act, whereby sellers can 


2D 
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suffer material damage from a_prose- | 
/eations by American competition, the 


cution at the instance of local inspectors, 


although the prosecution is subsequently | 


withdrawn ; and also that claims against 


{COMMONS} 


local authorities by those so injured | 


through unfounded charges are 
missed in the law courts as being irrele- 
vant; and whether his attention has 
been called to a recent case of such a 
nature—Aberdeen—in which a firm of 


aerated water manufacturers suftered 
unmerited and serious loss. 
*THoe PRESIDENT or toe LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): Perhaps I may 
answer both questions together. The 
case giving rise to them appears to 
have occurred in Scotland, and I have 
no jurisdiction under the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act in that country. My 
attention has, however, been called to 


dis- | 
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as this rate is driving out British publi- 


Questions. 


Postmaster General can see his 
to reduce the rates now charged. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHaAm- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The hon. 
Member would seem to be under the 
impression that there is some special 
rate of postage in this country on 
magazines and periodicals for Canada ;: 
but that is not so. The rate is that 
which is uniformly charged on all 
book-post matter posted in this country, 
whether for destinations outside it or 
for the United Kingdom itself—namely, 
3d. for every two ounces. The Post- 


way 


| master General can see no reason why 


the matter referred to, but Ido not think | 


that sufficient ground has been shown 
for legislation. 


FOOD PRESERVATIVES. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for East 


Northamptonshire, I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he will say what is the 
present position of the inquiry of the 
Departmental Committee on the use 
of preservatives and colouring matter in 
articles of food, and when the Committee 
is expected to complete the evidence and 
present their Report. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 


mittee have completed the taking of 


| States revenue. 


evidence and are now considering their | 


Report. I hope that it will be presented 
during thé present session. 
CANADIAN TARIFFS ON BRITISH 
LITERATURE. 
Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary to 


the Treasury, as representing the Post- | 


master General, whether his attention 
has been drawn to complaints from 
Canada that British magazines and 
periodicals mailed to Canada are 


officers 


} 


an exception from this universal rate 
should be made in favour of periodicals 
for Canada, and a general reduction 
would involve serious and unwarrantable 
loss. The rate of one cent per pound on 
magazines and periodicals sent from 
the United States to Canada is under- 
stood to involve a loss to the United 
The rate is part of an 
old established arrangement between the 
Dominion and the States, whereby the 
domestic postage rates of the one are 
applied to all classes of correspondence 
for the other. 


MONEY LENDING PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
is aware that the Board of Inland Revenue 
has issued a note order to its officers, to 
the effect that the Board do not propose 
to take upon themselves the duty of 
prosecuting money-lenders who fail to 
register themselves as required by the 
'Money Lenders Act, 1900, and_ that 
offences of that nature need not there- 
fore be reported ; will he give the reasons 
'for issuing such a note, and say how, in 
ithe absence of action by the Board of 
|Inland Revenue, this Act will be en 
| forced. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
of Inland Revenue have no 
special means of discovering infringe 


taxed | ments of the provisions of the Acts which 


at the rate of eight cents a pound,|are not possessed by the police and 
while United States periodicals can enter | general public, but I think they should 


at one cent per pound; and whether, | be instructed to report all cases which 
4 
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come to their knowledge to the Board of 
Inland Revenue for submission to the 
Director of Public Prosecutions, and I am 
communicating with the Board of Inland 
Revenue to this effect. The Director of 
Public Prosecutions will be prepared to 
undertake the prosecution of any cases 
under the Act which may properly form 
the subject of proceedings, whether 
brought to his notice by the Inland 
Revenue or otherwise, as in the case of 
any other criminal offences. 


Questions. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK— 
TELEGRAPHIC WITHDRAWALS. 

Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, if he will state the 
number of withdrawals by telegraph 
from the Post Office Savings Bank for 
the year ending the 31st December, 
1900, and the average cost to the de- 
positor of each such withdrawal; and 
will he also state the number of tele- 
graph notices of withdrawal for payment 
on the following day, and the average 
cost to the depositor of each such tele- 
graph notice. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
number of withdrawals by telegraph 
from the Post Office Savings Bank 
during the year ended 31st December, 
1900, was 167,389, and the average 
cost to the depositor of each such with- 
drawal was about 1s. 3d. The number 
of telegraph notices of withdrawal for 
payment on the following day was 
11,609, and the average cost to the 
depositor of each such telegraph notice 
was about 9d. 











POST OFFICE TELEPHONE SERVICE. 
Sin JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hud- 
dersfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
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and when the new postal telephone 
system for London, which it was stated 
last session would be opened by the end 
of 1900, will be available for the public, 
and what is the cause of the delay, and 
what the charges to subscribers will be. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
expenditure already authorised by the 
Treasury under the Provision of the 
Telegraph Act, 1899, for works in pro- 
gress, or about to be undertaken, amounts 
to £813,040. Of this amount £677,945 
is for the London exchange system, and 
£135,095 for the development of the 
other parts of the Post Office telephone 
system in various places, but especially 
in the north-east of England and in 
South Wales. The actual payments for 
new works brought to account up to the 
31st March last amount to £269,941. 
It is not possible at this stage to state 
definitely what the final cost of the 
London exchange system will be, but 
the whole sum of £2,000,000 authorised 
by Parliament will be expended in such 
extensions of the Post Office telephone 
system as seem most urgently necessary, 
whether in London or elsewhere. The 
delay in opening the more important 
exchanges of the London system has 
been due to the scarcity of skilled labour, 
the difficulty of getting materials for 
contractors, the necessary restrictions 
on the opening of streets to avoid ex- 
cessive interference with traffic, and the 
difficulty of constructing exchanges in 
buildings in use for other Post Office 
work. Full particulars of the rates and 





conditions of the service will be brought 


before the public at an early date, and 


it is hoped that it will be available in 
some parts of London in the autumn. 


PHTHISIS IN THE POST OFFICE. 
Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he can 
state how much of the £2,000,000 voted 
by Parliament in 1899 for the improve- 
ment of telephonic communication 


throughout the country bythe Post Office 
has been expended ; whether any portion 
thereof has been expended elsewhere than 
in the London area, and, if so, where ; 
what will be the cost. of the London 
exchange, and what is intended to be 
done with any balance unexpended ; 


Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether, in view of the 
scientific interest attaching to compara- 
tive statistics of mortality from phthisis, 
he will grant a Return showing the 





mortality and superannuations from 
that disease in the Post Office, distin- 
guishing between the various occupations, 
the outdoor and indoor staffs, London 
and the provinces, and the various ages 
of the employees. 


2D2 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It INQUIRY AS TO CHILD LABOUR. 
would be difficult to give all the details} Mr. LOUGH: On behalf of the hon, 
referred to, but it may perhaps suffice to| Member for East Northamptonshire, | 
say that the average annual number of| beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
deaths from phthisis in the past three! Committee of Council on Education 
years was forty-seven, and the average | whether he will state what is the present 
number of established officers (men) in| position of the inter-departmental inquiry 
the United Kingdom in those years was | into the labour of children of school age 
52,146, showing a death rate of *9 per | out of school hours, and when the 
1,000. | inquiry is expected to be completed and 

: | the Report presented. 

Sirk WALTER FOSTER: Will the | Se eA. 
hon. Gentleman consider the advisability | SIR J. Gé RST: This is a Home Office 
of giving a larger amount of detail in | question, and should be addressed tothe 
the annual Report of the Postmaster | Tight hon. the Home Secretary. 
General Mr. LOUGH: Then perhaps the Home 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I | Secretary can give me the information ? 
wil communicate with the Postmaster | *Mr. RITCHIE: I know the Committee 
General on the point. is pursuing its inquiry, but I am unable 

/to say when it will report. If the hon. 
i as ae . _|Member will put down the question, 
KING’S SCHOLARSHIP EXAMINATION. | I shall be glad to inquire. 

Mr. LLEWELLYN: I beg to ask the | 
Vice-President of the Committee of | 'SCOTTISH JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 
Council on Education whether he can} Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
give Returns showing approximately | Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
the number of pupil teachers from | §5) Scotland, whether he is aware that 
ramen schools examined at the King’s | jn the last annual issue of the Judicial 
Scholarship Examination in December | statistics fs nutiens Bante seceeled 
last, the number placed in the first class, | in the Sasine Office are not shown for 
and the proportion this bears to the total | the vears subsequent to 1898; and will 
number in the first class, and in the he explain the cause of this delay in the 
second and third classes ; also a COM- | Hublication of the Register of Deeds. 
parison of these numbers with those of | i 
the Queen’s Scholarship Examinations | THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
held in 1880 and 1890 ; and, seeing that |GranamM Murray, Buteshire): The hon. 
country schools are at present placed at | Member’s question is based upon inaccu- 
a disadvantage, whether the local autho-| rate information. The last issue of the 
rities, which the  recently-introduced | Judicial Statistics for Scotland was 
Education Bill proposes to create, will | published in October, 1900, and contained 
have the power to establish and main- | (page 175) the Returns from the Sasine 
tain central classes for country pupil | Office for the year 1899. The Returns 
teachers in secondary schools and else- | for 1900 were obtained from the Register 
where, in February this year, and will be pub- 

lished as usual towards autumn. 

THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE) 

BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. | RICHMOND PARK OAKS. 

Gorst, Cambridge University): The! yp WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Board of Education — a the Return Commissioner of Works, in view of the 
asked for in — ot the examination | fact that many of the old oaks in Rich- 
in December, 1900, if the hon. Member mond Park are decaying, will he say 








will move for it. It os impossible to give | whether arrangements can be made for 
it for 1880 and 1890, because no dis-| the planting of oak saplings. 
tinction between town and country “t i 
schools was then made inthe Department.| THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
The answer to the second paragraph is} WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuc.as, Kent, 
= Wes. / St. Augustine’s): A large amount of 
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tree planting is done each year in Rich- 
mond Park. For instance, last year 100 
young oaks and 250 forest trees were 
planted. If the hon. Member likes to 
see the Return of the number of trees 
planted annually for the last few years 
I shall be happy to show it to him. 


DRAINAGE OF ROYAL PALACES. 


Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) : I beg to | 


ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether the Government intend to intro- 
duce a Supplemental Estimate for the 
structural alterations and drainage works 


which are being undertaken at Windsor | 


Castle and Buckingham Palace. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Yes, Sir ; 
necessary works of considerable import- 
ance are being undertaken at Windsor 
Castle and Buckingham Palace, and a 
Supplemental Estimate will be intro- 
duced to meet the cost. 


THE MALL. 

Major BALFOUR (Christchurch) : 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works, in view of the proposals for 
altering the Mall in the neighbourhood 
of Buckingham Palace, whether he 
could arrange that there should be a 


public exhibition of the designs before 


they are finally approved. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Should 
any decision be come to in regard to the 
memorial of Queen Victoria which will 
involve an alteration of the Mall, I think 
I can undertake to exhibit the proposed 
design for the information of the House. 


LIMERICK DISTURBANCES—CASE OF 
DR. LONG. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
s.): [ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the trial 
of the Rev. Edmond O'Leary, C.C., at 
the Limerick Petty Sessions, on Friday 
the 7th instant, on a charge of using 
threatening language to Dr. Long, in 
consequence of which a crowd gathered ; 
whether he is aware that during the 
week Dr. Long was attacked when 
visiting a house in Thomondgate to 
attend a Protestant patient, and that, 
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‘after the Bench had adjudicated on the 
| case against Rev. E. O'Leary, the Rev. 
| Father Shanahan, P.P., said while Dr. 
| Long continued in Limerick the same 
{scenes would occur; and whether the 
| Government will take adequate steps to 
| protect Dr. Long in his rights as a British 
| citizen. 


| Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
'W.): Before the right hon. Gentleman 
| answers, may I ask whether it is not a 
fact that the house at which the inter- 
view took place was the house of a 
Catholic ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I wished, 
Sir, to ask that, because the question on 
the Paper is inaccurate. 


*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) : 
May I ask whether the attention of the 
‘right hon. Gentleman has been called to 
‘the fact that the resident magistrate 
who adjudicated in the case is stated 
to have advised the people from the 
Bench to give no employment to Dr. 
Long---- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I will 
reply to the question on the Paper. Yes, 
Sir; the bench, consisting of five magis- 
trates, decided unanimously to dismiss 
the charge,on the grounds, apparently, 
‘that the words complained of did not 
/amount to a threat, and were no more 
than words of rudeness or incivility, 
jand that the reverend gentleman was 
| not responsible for the acts of the crowd. 
'The reply to the second paragraph is in 


|the affirmative. Dr. Long visited a 
Protestant who had for two months 


been a lodger in the house of a Roman 
Catholic. In consequence of the attack 
on Dr. Long two persons were summoned 
for assault on 7th June, and bound over 
jin £5 for a month. (The prosecution 
lof two other persons for riotous be- 
‘haviour on 2nd June had been deferred 
jfor a month.) In reply to the third 
| paragraph, the Government will con- 
| tinue the police protection which has been 
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| Long to confine’his attentions in future 


(The police reported at that time that |to the bodily ailments of his patients, 
Dr. Long’s action was often injudicious, | and to leave their souls alone ? 
and that he seemed disposed to court an | 


exhibition of hostile feeling. 


Long’s conduct was injudicious, 


I directed 
on 22nd January that, although Dr. 
pro-| Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 


| Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


tection must be continued.) I ought to|the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


add, in justice to the police, that Dr. 
Long occasionally evades protection, 
and that it is, so far as I know, only on 
such occasions that he has suffered from 
the hostility of the crowd. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that on 
cross-examination Dr. Long acknow- 
ledged that his life was not in danger ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order ! 
hon. Member cannot be allowed to go 
into this. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I wish to ask is it not a fact 
that Dr. Long is a professional prose- 
lytiser, and whether he uses his position 
as a medical doctor for that purpose ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the ques- 
tion which my hon. friend desires to put 
is inorder. This case was tried, as the 
right hon. Gentleman said, by a bench 
of magistrates, and I respectfully submit 
that the question is in order. That 
quesiion is, whether Dr. Long did not 


The | 


tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
| has been directed to the conduct of Dr. 
_Long in distributing in the city of 
Limerick religious tracts ; and whether, 
| with a view to prevent offence to members 
'of the Roman Catholic religion and the 
provocation to a breach of the peace of 
|the poorer Roman Catholics, steps will 
| be taken to prevent him from continuing 
| to carry on these practices. 
| 
Mr. WYNDHAM : It is to be regretted 
‘that Dr. Long, or rather that the society 
'which employs him, should—conscien- 
itiously—think it right to afford gra- 
'tuitous medical attendance, with the 
avowed object of making converts in the 
midst of a Roman Catholic population. 
But in this, as in other cases of sectarian 
or agrarian conflict in Ireland, the duty 
‘of the Government consists in preserving 
the peace and prosecuting those who 
, break the law, and does not extend to the 
prevention of actions which, however 
| injudicious, are not in themselves illegal. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
| Is the right hon. Gentleman aware of the 


fact that Dr. Long in the course of the 
trial admitted he was a proselytiser ? 


admit on cross-examination that he was | 


engaged in proselytising in the City of | 


Limerick. 


Mr. SPEAKER: That was not the 
question asked. It was whether he was 
not a professional proselytiser. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Do I under- 


stand you to rule it out of order ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Yes; I think it is 
out of order. It does not arise out of the 
question on the Paper, which has been 
fully answered. ‘To comment in justifica- 
tion of the case for either the defence 
or the prosecution is out of order. 





CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Will 


the right hon. Gentleman recommend Dr. | 


| ULSTER RAILWAYS AND FRUIT 
CARRIAGE. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received a copy of a resolution from 
the Armagh County Council condemning 
the action of the Great Northern Railway 
Company in failing to provide the neces- 
sary facilities to Ulster fruit growers; 
and, seeing that consignors frequently 
wait for hours before their perishable 
goods are forwarded, too late for market, 
and that choice fruit is conveyed in 
trucks previously used by cattle, and 
having regard to the rates charged, 
whether he will cause the Department 
of Agriculture in Ireland to inquire into 
and report upon these matters with the 
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view of remedying by legislation or| material assistance when the working of 
otherwise the alleged grievances. ithe fisheries was started by the Con- 
gested Districts Board. The question 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution | of making a permanent appointment has 
has been received, and inquiry is now not yet arisen, and I must decline to 
being made into the matter by the commit the Government to arrange- 
Department of Agriculture. _ ments which it may be necessary to make 
at a future date. 


IRISH vie geet -<apnigeanetaage | Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: When 
Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.)* the right hon. Gentleman makes a per- 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General tor’ manent appointment will he see that the 
Ireland whether he can state who it was | new inspector has a practical acquaint- 
appointed Mr. Hickson resident magis-| anee with the work of the office ? 
trate, and what were his qualifications | 
for the appointment. Mr. WYNDHAM: I consider that 
Mr. Lane has practical K rieage. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps I may be Mr. Lane has practical knowledge 
permitted to reply to this question. Mr.) Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid) asked 
Hickson was appointed, temporarily, as| whether the Chief Secretary considered 
resident magistrate in September, 1888, | that assisting at a survey constituted 
and a year later he was placed on the | sufficient practical knowledge. 
permanent staff. He is a barrister, and | 
had served for twenty-one years as an| Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
officer of the constabulary prior to his 
appointment to the resident magistracy.|GoywITTALS TO IRISH REFORMA- 


The appointment was made by the Lord TORIES. 
Vieutenant of the day, Lord London:| Mr. O'MARA : I beg to ask the Chief 
erry. Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


. ; Ireland whether he is prepared to bring 

Mr. ARCHDALE: Is the right hon. jn @ Bill this session to reform the law 
Gentleman aware that this Gentleman relating to committals to reformatories 
recommended boycotting about ten days jy [reland. 
ago ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM : I believe it is the 
intention of my right hon. friend the 
€ eee _ Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 

INSPECTORS OF IRISH FISHERIES. | ment to re-introduce the Youthful 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, Offenders Bill at an early date. This 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to| Bill, as | have already stated, contains 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, seeing | clauses affecting committals to reforma- 
that Mr. Lane, who has recently been | tories in Ireland. 
appointed temporarily as Inspector of | , ; 
Fisheries in Seco, has been for yours a| : OMARA: Is the mele Sem 
marber of the firm of Messrs. Lane an | Gentleman aware that the Bill which he 
Co., Brewers, Cork, whether he can state | mentions was not included in the state- 
what special training or experience on made by the First Lord of the 
has had of deep sea fishing ; and whether, | aeopamen as to the Bills which the 
in making a permanent appointment, | VOVernment erniene only to proceed 
the custom in Scotland of appointing a with this session ? 
man who has had practical experience | Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
of the fishing industry will be followed. | SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Lane was E.): I made no such statement. 
associated with Mr. Green in the survey 
of the West of Ireland Fishery Grounds, IRISH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 
undertaken some years ago by the Royal} Mr. O'MARA: I beg to ask the Chief 
Dublin Society, and he also afforded| Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


[No answer was returned.} 











727 Questions. {COMMONS} (Questions. 728: 


Ireland whether he can state what steps ) ing of the new post office at Enniscorthy ; 
he has decided to take to remove the | whether the responsibility rests with the 
alleged evil effects to industrial schools Post Office, or the Treasury, or the Irish 
of the circular dated October, 1898. | Board of Works ; and why the promise 
res = .. | given by him that the works should be 
Tray “ ee ae sce een a ar this month is not to be ful- 
Government to magistrates in petty . mes — sine aT ae aps. Po 
sessions informing them that representa- beep tepaone-seanagale deerhemgmgthae p-om: : 
ks Whe le ae das, | by we some etgroqomageel me that the 
stances magistrates so interpreted the | Sa ose + di ei weed big 
circular of October, 1898, as to influence | ee Ses ee See wa - sg 
the exercise of their proper discretion | oe os rang oo iene ee 
in the application ot the provisions of the | age ye pg Abate v4 ‘nt ro : yor) 
Industrial Schools Act, a pointing out | inva og ~— heen: eo — A wg 
that that circular was issued in conse-, P OY°)S PeCupyils a ee 
iis of the abesce thon exiting, bat ness dealt with there, and the number of 
not with the object of in any way dis- | src ge egg Se a ge 
couraging proceedings on behalf of the | tao hows Bagel Pee lr 
ors vege aaa sisi Presto " employees who suffer in health from the: 
have forwarded a copy ot the circular conditions mentioned ; and have com- 
0 dong aandieliens lie temas cae eca plaints reached the authorities under this 
ares . igs -| head; and whether, in view of the 
vere are a oats 5 | circumstances of the case, the authori- 
BELFAST REVALUATION APPEALS. | ties will adhere to their promise, and 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): | call for tenders for the construction of 
— ne ask the Chief Secretary to the | the new post office immediately. 
ord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he. ate — = +. TM 
is aware that several thousands of appeals Bho rh siege ae tye ge rhe 
have been lodged against the Belfast re- Pee a i Of; ; ne Ent = wis beni 
valuations on the ground that they are | tbe led wis meg pay tye : ee 
generally too high. also that the Black- | “ag pe h - jase «> e tues ne 7-72 
rock, county Dublin, Urban District | ee eee ee ee 
Ne, ee ee appealed arrangements have been made for moving 
against the valuation made by the Com- | the business od vine. nigh . Phage: 
missioner of Valuations of the Dublin futon pees copay hetsaae svete 902 
Wicklow, and Wextord Railway running — Serene ere = 
through their district ; and whether, bse sehen pegs rene er 
eelan then iets im view, ‘eo Will-con- | The dimensions of the principal room in 
sider the advisability of taking measures the old evi — wan pi orem by 
to assimilate the Irish system with that a, eens —" sgl Pesce 
revailing in England, where the local | ee ee ee poten 
amboeisice are the rating authorities. | ee oo 
© ‘respectively during the day the 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid [ can-| nUMber of persons in it was seven- 
not add to the replies to similar ques- | een. During the rest of the day the 
tions which the hon. Member addressed Number varied from one to five. All 
to me on the 19th and 21st February | the usual branches of business were 
last. * “carried on there, and the number of sub- 
| offices under Enniscorthy is nineteen. 
ENNISCORTHY POST OFFICE. It is not known that the premises were 
Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, | Ver condemned by the sanitary authors: 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the ties ; the ventilation was not good, but 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster | 2° complaint was received as to the 
‘light. There is no reason to suppose 


General, whether he can state the reason | : 
for the delay in commencing the build- that the health of any of the employees 


a has suffered from the conditions men- 
* See Debates, Fourth Series, Vol. Ixxxix., | tioned, and only one complaint on the 
pages S08 and 708. subject has been received. 
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729 Questions. 
BALLINFULL POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
his attention has been directed to a 
memorial to the Postmaster General 
from the clergy, representative laity, and 
magistrates of Killadoon, county Sligo, 
asking for the establishment of a rural 
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the Postmaster General, whether he can 
state what percentage of the postmen 
employed in Ireland are on established 
pay, and what are the similar per- 
centages in England fand Scotland 
respectively. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
present proportion of established to 
unestablished postmen is not known, and 


post and money order office in the town-| could not be ascertained without in- 


land of Ballinfull in that district ; ; and| 


whether, in view of the present state of | 
the postal arrangements, steps will be | 
taken to have the grievances alleged in | 
the memorial remedied. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | 
Postmaster General has received a me- | 
norial asking for the establishment of a | 
post office at Ballinfull. The matter | 
has been carefully inquired into, 
but the Postmaster General is sorry to | 
find that, in view of the high cost of the 
postal service in the district as compared | 
with the amount of correspondence, 
the circumstances do not justify the! 
establishment of an office at Ballinfull. | 
There is a letter-box at that place, and | 
stamps can be purchased from the post- | 
man. 


CAHIRCIVEEN POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether any, and, it so, what arrange- 
ments have been come to with a view to 
improving the postal service between 


Waterville and  Cahirciveen, county 
Kerry. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 


service to Waterville has been established | 
for the present season by the coach which 
leaves Cahireiveen on the arrival of the 
6pm. mail train. Half the expense of 
the service has been contributed locally, 
the charges for conveyance by the coach 
being double the sum which the Post- 
master General would have been justified | 
in paying. As the hon. Member has 
already been informed, the expense of | 
providing additional services at Water-. 
ville out of the season would be prohibi- 
tive. 


| sury 
‘that at this time of the year the great 


curring more expense than would appear 
to be justifiable. But in 1897 the 
established postmen were in Ireland 
54 per cent., in England and Wales 
| 68 per cent., and in Scotland 73 per cent. 
of the whole number, and there is no 


'reason to believe that these percentages 


differ much from those at the present 
itime. The reason why the percentage 
‘is low in Ireland is that, owing to lccal 
circumstances, it is not practicable to. 


'make up a larger number of full daily 
| duties justifying established situations. 


EDUCATION BILL—COCKERTON 
JUDGMENT. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
whether he is aware of the fact 


THE 


school boards throughout the country 
usually make their arrangements for 


the coming evening school session which 
commences in September ; 
attention 
that in the present instance the school 
boards find themselves unable to proceed 
with any prospective plans because of the 
judgment 
Bench 
Cockerton 
seeing that the Education Bill now before 
the House of Commons cannot become 
law in time to permit of these necessary 
preliminaries being fixed, the Govern- 
ment 
assurance that the auditors of the Local 
Government Board will be instructed 
to remit any possible surcharge of any 
items of expenditure rendered immedi- 
ately necessary for the carrying on by 
the school boards of the evening school 
session of 1901-2 on the lines of the 


whether his 


has been called to the fact 


of the Courts of Queen’s 
of Appeal known as the 
Judgment ; and whether, 


and 


will give the school boards an 


; session of 1900-1. 


IRISH POSTMEN’S PAY. 
I beg to ask the Secre- | 


to the Treasury, as representing 


Mr. O’MARA : 
tary 


Mr. 
it is 


A. Js 
true that 


BALFOUR): I think 


at this time of the 
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year the great school boards through-' as to the need and demand for the ap 
out the country make arrangements | pointment of a Minister of Commerce 
for the autumn and winter sessions. in connection with a consultative com- 
I believe, however, that it will be quite mittee to be chosen by chambers of 
practicable for them to defer their ar- commerce. 
rangements until a later time or to make | 
special arrangements. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have to 
thank the hon. Gentleman for sending 
Dr. MACNAMARA: What special me an interesting article on the subject ; 
arrangements does the right hon. Gentle- but the Government do not think there 
man refer to ? is sufficient evidence at the present time 
to justify them in making the inquiries 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It would be which the hon. Gentleman suggests. 
‘quite practicable to make some arrange- | 
ments with the local authorities if they DISTURBANCES AT BELFAST. 


like. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to 
Dr. MACNAMARA: Is not that ask the Chief Secretary a question of 
unduly anticipating the successful pas-! which I have given him private notice, 
sage of the Bill ? namely, whether there was a renewal 
of the rioting vesterday in one of the 
OLD AGE PENSIONS. shipbuilding yards in Belfast, in the 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg course of which certain Catholic work- 
to ask the First Lord of the Trea-| men were ill-treated, and an engine-house, 
where they were employed, attacked 
with showers of stones and bricks by a 
large crowd, and whether. finally, the 
Catholic workmen escaped from the 
building by the roof; whether there 
were any police present, and whether, 
in view of these continued disturbances 
in this shipbuilding yard, the right hon. 
Gentleman will order the police to patrol 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand the yard. 
that it is the fact that a measure on this oe ; 
subject is under discussion in the French Mr. WYNDHAM: On seeing the 
newspaper paragraph on which | think 


Chamber. If it passes into law I shall ) : 
be very pleased to take the course sug- | the hon. Gentleman founds his ques 
‘gested by the hon. Member. tion—— 


sury if his attention has been called 
‘to the provisions of a measure for old 
age pensions now before the French 
Chamber ; and whether he will have the 
provisions of this measure printed and | 
-circulated for the information of Members 
of this House who are interested in this 
‘question. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun-. MR. JOHN REDMOND: The. Times. 


dee): Will the right hon. Gentleman ho . ; 

take the same course with regard to the Mr. WYNDHAM : Yes, The Times 

measures which have been passed by I telegraphed to the Commissioner ot 

certain colonial legislatures ? Police, and he wires this morning as 
follows— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not, : . 
de ref tnt 1 babies that aome On yesterday during meal hours some 
ne dumgreeg tae (tas tel aac slight disturbances took place on the premises 
of these Acts have already been made of Messrs. Workman and Clark and Messt. 
available. I understand that the hon. Harlandand Wolff, but no one was seriously 
Gentleman desires these earlier Papers injured. On Sunday evening a Catholic e 


; was cursion returned to Belfast, when all was 
to be brought wid to date by the addition uiet, except at the Great Northern Railway 


“of any later Papers of a similar character. Station. A young man named Robert Scott 
assaulted one of the excursionists, whose name 
appears to be unknown, by kicking himon 

PROFOSED MINISTRY OF COMMERCE. | the legs. The police promptly — Scott, 

y . , ask -<¢ | and yesterday he was convicted of riotous 
= yams) : I beg to ask the First er es and fined the full penalty of 40s, 

Lord of the Treasury whether he will| .44 was ordered in addition to find bail in 


eause formal inquiry to be instituted two sureties of £25 each, or to be imprisoned 
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for six months. On the morning of the same 
day (Sunday) a few missiles were thrown at a 
Catholic excursion boat going to Rothesay, 
but they failed to reach the boat.” 


The Commissioner concludes by saying— 


“The [city is comparatively quiet. Yester- 
day’s Nationalist papers allege that on Sunday 
some Gaelic Leaguers were brutally assaulted 
at the Giants’ Ring, four miles from Belfast. 
A police report, now received, shows this to 
be an exaggeration. Some twenty Gaelic 
Leaguers went to the Giants’ Ring to play 
hurley, when a man named Grey, on whose 
land the Giants’ Ring is situate, warned them 
off. They refused to leave. A crowd of 
Grey’s sympathisers assembled, and an alter- 
cation ensued, ending in blows. Stones and 
sticks were also used. Four of Grey’s party 
were injured, but only one of the Leaguers 
was injured, and none were seriously hurt. Ber- 
nard M‘Kenna, the Harbour Commissioners’ em- 
ployee. who was beaten on Tuesday, 11th, as pre- 
viously reported, has identified his first assailant 
on the occasion, one Robert Mac Veigh,w hom the 
police arrested. MacVeigh was brought before 
the magistrates yesterday, and remanded with- 
out bail. On yesterday seven men and a 
woman were charged with riotous behaviour 
in different parts of the city on the previous 
day. The riotous behaviour consisted mostly 
of the use of party expressions. Six persons 
were fined 40s., and two of these were ordered 
to find bail inaddition. The two remaining 
persons were ordered to find bail merely.”’ 


The Commissioner at Belfast wires— 


“ All the labourers, including Catholics, have 
returned to work to-day at Musgrave Channel, 
with few exceptions.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Lam obliged 
to the right hon. Gentleman for the 
information he has given, one portion 
of which—-namely, the return of the 
men to work—is satisfactory to every- 
body. The question I asked, however, 
was confined entirely to what took 
place in the shipyards yesterday, and 
what I want to know is whether any 
person has been made amenable for the 
disturbance in the shipyards. He men- 
tions a number of persons made amenable 
for the disturbances in the streets. I 
want to know whether anyone was 
made amenable for what occurred in 
the shipyards, or does he allow them 
to pass altogether ? Will he order the 
police to patrol the yard ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not intend to 
allow these disturbances to go on. I 
gave the hon. Member the case of one 
man who was fined 30s. and bound 
I am still con- 
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vinced that to order the police into the 
yards would not be the best process to 
adopt to put down the disturbances. 

| 


| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The police 
| were not present yesterday. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no infor- 
mation on that point. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: May I ask 
the Member for one of the Divisions of 
Belfast if he has any objection to the 
police going into his shipbuilding yards ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
question cannot be asked of the hon. 
Member for East Belfast. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sirk H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): May I ask what 
Votes will be taken on Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
take the Scotch Estimates. 


Mr. CAINE: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when the Second Reading 
of the Education Bill will be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I 


cannot answer that. 


Mr. CAINE: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say before when it will not 
be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will not be 
taken this week. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman make arrange 
ments to take Irish Votes on Friday 
week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will take 
note of the hon. Member’s desire. I do 
not know of any rival claim, and if 
there be none I shall be very glad to 
meet the hon. Gentleman’s wishes. 


fe 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 








ADJACENT LAND). 
[ EXPENSES. ] 
Committee to consider of authorising 


the payment, out of moneys to be ‘pro- 
vided by Parliament, of all Expenses in- 





curred by the Commissioners of Works 
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under any Act of the present session for | brought in by Sir John Leng, Mr. 


the acquisition of certain land near the 
National Gallery, in London, and for 
other purposes connected therewith 
(King’s recommendation signified), To- 
morrow.—(Sir John Gorst.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Trade (in- 
cluding Agriculture and Fishing), Ship- 
ping, and Manufactures :—Mr. Olroyd ; 
and had appointed in substitution: Mr. 
Taylor. 

Mr. Hatsery further reported from the 
Committee, That they had added to the 


Standing Committee on Trade (including | 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and | 


Manufactures, the following Fifteen 


Members in respect of the Factory and | 


Workshop Acts Amendment and the 


Factory and Workshop Acts Consolida- | 
tien Bills:—Mr. Asquith, Sir William | 
Mr. | 
Emmott, Mr. Harwood, Captain Jessel, | 
Mr. James Kenyon, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. | 


Coddington, Sir Charles Dilke, 


John Redmond, Mr. Secretary Ritchie, 
Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. Talbot, 
Sir Walter Thorburn, Mr. Trevelyan, 
and Mr. J. W. Wilson. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the | 
Committee of Selection, That they had | 


discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee en Trade (in- 
cluding Agriculture and Fishing), Ship- 
ping, and Manufactures :—Mr. Jeffreys 
and Mr. Beckett ; and had appointed in 
substitution: Mr. Hargreaves Brownand 
Mr. White Ridley. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 


“ An Act to provide for the constitution | 


of a Bishopric of Southwark and for 
matters incidental thereto.”” Bishopric 
of Southwark Bill [ Lords]. 


NEW BILL. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND). 


Bill to abolish Dealers’ or Grocers’ | 


Licences in Scotland, ordered to be 


' Crombie, Mr. Dalziel, Mr. Colville, Mr, 
| Pirie, and Mr. Hunter Craig. 
| 


| GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


“To abolish Dealers’ or 
| Licences in Scotland,” presented, and 
| ° 
| read the first time ; to be read a second 
| time upon Tuesday, 16th July, and to be 


| printed. [Bill 218.] 
| 


MEDICAL ACTS AMENDMENT. 


| Bill to amend the Medical Acts, 1858 
| to 1886, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
| Richard Jebb, Sir William Anson, Mr. 
| J. A. Campbell, Sir Michael Foster, Mr, 
‘Lecky, Mr. Talbot, and Sir John Tuke, 


MEDICAL ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
‘To amend the Medical Acts, 1858 to 
1886,” presented, and read the first time ; 
|to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 219.) 


CIVIL LIST BILL 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [11th June], * That 
the Bill be now read the third time.” 


Question again proposed. 


Debate resumed. A 
. = ae Ter 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that, as far as the amount of the 
Civil List was concerned, he took no 
exception whatever; he begrudged no 
amount that might be necessary to 
maintain the dignity of the Crown, but 
the point which he wished to press on 
‘the House was the inexpediency of 
| paying the members of the Royal Family 
by hereditary revenues instead of by 
payment out of the Consolidated Fund. 
In a constitutional country the people 
were the rulers, and the King ruled by 
the will of the people. The hereditary 
revenues of this country were really 
the revenues of the State, and he thought 
it was far more appropriate that those 
revenues should be managed by the 
State, and that the King should receive 
_a fixed sum in cash than that he should 
be in the position of having to farm what 
was really the property of the State. 
Now the revenues he referred to were 
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137 Civil 
the Woods and Forests, the Duchy of | 
Lancaster and the Duchy of Cornwall. | 
As regarded the first, the Committee | 
had recommended that they should | 
be managed by the State as formerly, | 
and not by the Crown. But why should | 
a distinction be drawn in the case of the | 
Woods and Forests as against the other | 
revenues? It might be said that in this | 
case the revenue was not an increasing 

quantity, while in the case of the two 

duchies it was. He believed that in con- | 
nection with both the Duchy of Lan- | 
easter and the Duchy of Cornwall there | 
was a considerable investment in pro- | 
perty in London, and in the course of | 
avery few years numbers of leases would | 
be falling in. He did not begrudge the | 
increased revenue. That was not the | 
principle he was contending for ; what | 
he advocated was a money payment 
to the King, whatever the value or pros- 
pective value might be, and the State | 
management of these revenues. He | 
submitted it was most inexpedient that 
the King or any member of the Royal | 
Family should be in the position of | 
holding property in the City of London, | 
and consequently of standing in the) 
relationship of landlord, with the subject 
for the tenant. It was no use saying 
that the Duke of Cornwall, as owner of 
the Duchy of Cornwall revenues, could 
afford to be generous in dealing with the | 
property of the Duchy. A_ limited | 
owner could not be expected to be gene- | 
rous; he must necessarily make the 

most he could out of the revenues while | 
he was in the position of a limited owner ; | 
and surely it would be much_ better 
for the State to be the owner, as it could 
afford to await the future development 
of the property in a way which a limited | 
owner could not. It would be most | 
unseemly for the Duke of Cornwall, as | 
owner of property in London, to have | 
in his capacity of landlord to order evic- 
tions, and to be concerned in any of the 
other disputes which cropped up in the | 
relationship of landlord and tenant. | 
Things might be done in his name which | 
would be a scandal. Hence it was he| 
favoured a fixed money payment in 

regard to these revenues. And then | 
when they came to the taxation of | 
land values they brought the King 

and the Duke of Cornwall into relation | 
as to how their interests would be affected | 
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by a debatable question of that kind. 
Of course he recognised that the Bill 
had to pass in its present shape, but he 
was availing himself of the opportunity 
of the Third Reading to impress upon 
the Government the expediency of 
reconsidering this whole matter. It 
could be done in the future, and it would 
be very much better both in the interests 
of the State and in the interests of the 
property of London that it should be 
dealt with by the State than by a limited 
owner. He had asked the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether the Duchy 
of Lancaster would pay property tax in 
London the same as any other subject 
in the realm, and he thought that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said 
wre.” 


THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bris- 
tol, W.): Yes. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that then 
another little difficulty came in. How 
was the King to pay property tax in 
respect of his landownership? Was he 
to pay the property tax and the local 
rates the same as anyone else ? 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes. 

Mr. CALDWELL said that the right 
hon. Gentleman replied ‘“ Yes”; but 
was His Majesty to pay the property 
tax and the local rates direct, because 
in the case of the Crown he thought 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 


‘admit that it was not likely that he 


would pay them direct, as being assessed 
on the value of the property. In the 
ease of Crown property an equivalent 
sum was given, but the principle of the 
taxation of Crown property for either 
the property tax or the amount of the 


local rates was not admitted ; and that 


question would be sure to arise in the 
future. He was not objecting to the 
amount given to the King or to the 
members of the Royal Family to main- 
tain the dignity of their position. That 
had been settled by a Committee of this 
House, and he saw no reason for dis- 
turbing the settled policy of the country. 
Neither would he ask that a fair share 
of any increased revenue which the 
Duchy of Lancaster and the Duchy of 
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Cornwall might hope to get by the 
falling in of the leases in London should 
not be set aside in the next twenty or 
thirty years for the benefit of these 
duchies. But he did object that, as 
they had taken the ground revenues | 
of the Woods and Forests, they ought | 
also to take the ground revenues of the | 


duchies of Lancaster and Cornwall watt | 


give a certain fixed sum to meet these, 
and not put the King or any member 
of the Royal Family in the invidious 
position of being a ground landlord. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I agree with my hon. friend that if we do 
maintain the existing system in regard 
to Crown lands, it should be 


and the Duchy of Cornwall, and that 
these should be directly administered 
by the State in the same way as the 
Crown lands. 


with him, however, that because the 


Committee upstairs reported in a par- | 


ticular direction it necessarily follows 
that good sound Radicals in the House 


of Commons should follow the leading | 
For my part, I have | 


of the Committee. 
addressed the Committee frequently and 
somewhat exhaustively on the successive 
stages of this Bill, and I should not have 
troubled the House with any remark 
this afternoon had it not been for certain 
observations which fell from the First 
Lord of the Treasury when the Bill 
was last before the House in regard 


to the right of property possessed by | 


the Sovereign in the Crown lands and 
the hereditary revenues. 
of the Treasury said that if the Sovereign 
does not voluntarily surrender 
revenues of these Crown lands he has 
got a perfect right to maintain them 


himself, and that he may spend them. 


as he best pleases. If I remember 


rightly, the right hon. Gentleman goes | 


as far as to say that the Sovereign pos- 


sessed the Crown lands precisely in the) 
as anyone else possessed | 


same way 
a life interest in any property that may 
have accrued to him. I say that that 
doctrine has never been pushed so far 
by any Minister of the Crown. A 
Conservative newspaper the other day | 
said, ‘‘ It is desirable that the Sovereign | 
should retain in his hands the power 
to bargain with a niggardly and dis- 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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made | 
applicable to the Duchy of Lancaster | 


I do not entirely agree | 


The First Lord | 


the | 
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| affected Parliament.’’ That is to say, 
if these properties increased in value, the 
| Sovereign for the time being may be 
| encouraged to declare—‘“ I will not take 
| this money, but I will seize hold of these 
Crown lands, and thus exercise pressure 
on a niggardly Parliament.”’ There are- 
one or two historical points which support 
my contention that the Crown lands are 
| part and parcel of the hereditary revenues. 
of the country. Before the Revolution 
there was not the slightest difference 
made between the Crown lands and the 
| hereditary revenues which went to the 
personal expenditure of the monarchy, 
| When James IJ. was evicted from the 
throne, if the Crown lands had been his 
personal property they would have 
belonged to James IIL. ; but that right 
was not recognised, and his right of 
property in the Crown lands lapsed. 
When William and Mary were elected 
to the throne it was stated in the Parliae 
mentary records, when the Civil List 
was voted, that—‘* The Civil List is a just 
_sense and acknowledgment of the great 
| things His Majesty had done for the 
country.” There was no pretence at 
that time on the part of King William or 
Queen Mary that the Crown lands were 
‘their private property. Then, on the 
death of King William, when the throne 
came to Queen Anne, Queen Anne was 
| not regarded as the heir of King William 
in any sort ot way or on any sort of 
theory ; she did not inherit it through 
King William. It is stated in the Parlia 
mentary records that—‘‘ Your Com- 
mons have freely and unanimously 
resolved to give and grant, and do give 
and grant herewith,” a certain Civil 
List. Here there was no pretension for 
/a moment that in any sort of way, direct 
or indirect, Queen Anne had any right 
to any moneys except those voted by 
Parliament. What was granted _ to 


King William and Queen Anne? They 
were granted sums of money from 
“the hereditary duties of Excise and 


Post Office, from the revenues of the 
Crown lands, and from some small 
branches of the Revenue.’’ No distine- 
tion was made between the Crown lands 
and the smaller branches of the Revenue 
or the other great branches of the 
| Revenue, the Post Office and the Excise. 
| If it be contended that there is some 
special right in the Sovereign to these 
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Crown lands derived from old times, 
and that he has a right to refuse to sur- 
render them, then you must go on logi- 
cally and maintain that the Sovereign 
has a right not only to the Crown lands, 
but to all the great sources of the Revenue 
such as the Excise, Post Office, ete. That 
is why I say that the historical position 
taken up by the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury is preposterous and absurd. I 
happen to be no lawyer, and when the 
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| magnificence, but because I 
| think the amount of money proposed by 
| the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
| Government in the Bill is in excess of 
| what is required. We are told that we 
/ought to vote this amount because we 
|} should not put any restriction on Royal 
| hospitality. But we are placing a re- 
| striction; if we are to be logical we 


ought not to fix a sum, but to give the 


Sovereign a right to draw an unlimited 





First Lord of the Treasury made that! credit on the Treasury. We vote, how- 
statement I said to my hon. and learned | ever, what we deem is sufficient and 
friend the Member for Dundee, “‘ Get up | adequate for the hospitality which the 
and contest it.” He explained to me Sovereign is expected to exercise, and 
afterwards why he did not get up; it) for the ceremonial duties incumbent 
was because he did not know what he) upon him from his position. I have seen 
was to contest. And yet he isa lawyer !/ it stated that certain supporters of the 
[see my right hon. friend the Member | Government regard it as something 
for West Monmouthshire, who isa great | almost criminal, something traitorous 
authority on constitutional law, and I|to venture to move the reduction 
should like to know what he thinks of of the amount that is asked for by 
the matter. the Government for the Civil List. I 
‘can only say that times have very much 
changed for the Conservative party, 
because after the great Revolution it 
was the Whigs who proposed a_ Civil 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: Very well. List. and it was the Tories who opposed 
George I. and George II. had the Crown them. What did the Tories say then ? 
lands revenues voted to them on the They said the Whigs were “ hired slaves 
same conditions precisely as they were and corrupt instruments because they 
voted to William and Mary and Queen , proposed the Civil List. Under these 
Anne; but when George III. came to | circumstances it seems rather curious 
the throne he introduced into the pre-| that a Radical should be attacked for 
amble of the Civil List a surrender, not | doing something monstrous when he 
of all the revenues of the Crown, but a | follows the lines laid down for him by the 
surrender of the Crown lands. He did , Tories of a former generation. 
not make a surrender of the smaller or} The fact is, we have got into very 
the greater revenues. I maintain that | servile days; there is no question of 
it is absurd to say that that constitutes | that, and days of reckless extravagance. 
a personal title in the Sovereign to the | When any sum is proposed to be _pro- 
Crown lands. It does not make a title | vided for the Navy, for the Army, or: 
in any sort of way. Lam glad that my|for the Court, we tumble over each 
right hon. friend will address the House | other in our zealous approval of it. I 
on this subject, because he is a learned | am opposed to all this lavish expendi- 
pundit on the subject, and I think he ture on the Army and Navy, or arma- 
will agree with me that a title to property ments, and on the Court ; and as long 
cannot be acquired by surrendering it. as I have the honour to be a Member 
I take my statement from the Finance | of this House I shall do in the future 
Committee’s Report of 1872, which was | what I have done in the past in regard 
a Committee of the Treasury. I defy | to the Civil List and other demands. 
anyone to read that Report fairly and made on the public purse for the Court 
impartially and not agree that Iam in|and the Royal Family. I am quite 
the right, and that the First Lord of the | ready to give them a reasonable sum. 
Treasury is in the wrong. I have!I believe the late Sovereign carried out 
opposed the Civil List, not because I} her official duties in a way that was. 
think that the Sovereign ought not to | perfectly satisfactory to the country. I 
have a sufficiency of money to live in| have shown in Committee that we are: 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT 
mouthshire, W.): I will tell you. 


(Mon- 
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positively increasing the amount of | public give more than the estates yield, 
the Civil List and at the same time, which has been the case on all occasions 
reducing the charges on it, with the) on which the Civil List has been settled ? 
result that the Civil List is swollen to | Parliament grants the Civil List solely 
something enormous. It now amounts | out of consideration for what appertains 
to £110,000; but, besides that, there to the dignity of the Sovereign of these 
are the revenues of the Duchy of Lan-' realms. If the hereditary estates yield 
easter, which bring it up to £170,000. less than that, the House of Commons 
Anyone has only to look through the; is not governed by that consideration 
different arrangements made to see to give a smaller Civil List. If they 
that the reductions which have been yield a great deal more the House of 
made in different classes will not go to Commons is not bound to give a great 
the benefit of the country, but to the deal more in the form of a Civil List 
benefit of the Civil List. I shall cer- Of course, if it were true that these 
tainly vote against the Bill, not that I estates could at any time be resumed by 
think for one moment that there ought the Crown, they could only be resumed, 
not to be a Civil List, but because I think as my hon. friend has properly said, 
the Government ought to take back the subject to the obligation under which 
prosent Civil List and bring in another the Crown lies of maintaining the civil 
more reasonable. charges of this country, which, I believe, 
which be a very bad bzergain for the 
Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: My Sovereign. But it is quite plain that a 
hon. friend has invited me to express Tight which has never been exerted for 
an opinion on this subject, and to deal a century and a half is not likely to be 
with a statement which I have not asserted now. No doubt the technical 
heard—a statement made, as he alleges, form is retained, as in the exercise of 
by the First Lord of the Treasury. J} many other prerogatives of the Con- 
was not in the House on that occasion, stitution. A great many rights are 
and, therefore, I must make my obser- asserted, and properly asserted, in the 
vations on a statement reported at | name of the Crown, but to deal with 
secondhand by my hon. and learned the hereditary estates of the Crown as 
friend the Member for Northampton. |if they were the estates of a private 
If it be correct that the First Lord of individual would be an entire error and, 
the Treasury has asserted that the in my opinion, absolutely contrary to 
hereditary estates of the Crown are held the constitutional principles of this 
by the Sovereign personally, in the same country. 
character as any private person holds 
his estates, then I absolutely dissent from | Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
that doctrine altogether. The Crown There is one matter which I hope the 
holds the hereditary estates, as it holds Chancellor of the Exchequer will be able 
all its prerogatives and all its rights, as to enlighten us on before we proceed 
trustee for the State and the people.,to a division. I find in the Report 
That is the situation of the Crown with | presented to the House in 1899, in 
reference to hereditary estates. If I connection with grants to the Royal 
had thought that this question was to Family, the following paragraph: * ‘ The 
be raised I would have read to the House revenues of the duchies of Cornwall 
extracts from an extremely able and and Lancaster were not included in the 
trustworthy work, Mr. Spencer Wal- | surrender of the hereditary revenues.” 
pole’s “‘ History of England,” where he The question I want to ask is, why was 
deals with the Civil List, and where he an exception made in the case of these 
states expressly the absurdity of such | two estates when the Crown lands were 
a doctrine that there is a personal and) being surrendered in exchange for a 
private right in the hereditary revenues, very generous Civil List? Why should 
of the Crown. The constitutional prac-| estates which are now yielding some- 
tice is accurately stated in that book. thing like £130,000 a year be reserved, 
If the estates are personal property to apparently as private property, by the 
be bargained away by Parliament, why Crown? I join issue with the hon. 
should the proprietor receive and the, Member for Mid-Lanark in his statement 
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that the present Civil List is not too| I think the amount is too large, and 
large. I need not remind the House because it is the only way open to me of 
that from my point of view any Civil) entering my protest against the con- 
List would be too large; but admitting tinuance of a hereditary ruler over a 
the necessity for a Civil List, | submit nominally democratic people. 

that the amount proposed to be given 

is exorbitant. When this matter was) *Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) : 
last under discussion a statement was It was not my intention to take any 
made as to the enormous income enjoyed part in this debate, but as several refer- 
by the President of the United States. ences have been made to the question of 
| have taken the trouble to learn the. the hereditary revenues of the Crown, 
actual sum paid to the President of I should like to say a few words on that 
the United States. and ] find it is 50.000 subject. It seems to me that the Civil 
dollars, or about £10,000 in’ British List Committee acted with great wisdom 
money per annum; and yet the Presi- in not taking into account the increase 
dent of the United States rules over, in the revenues of the Crown. If, on 
seventy millions of people, whereas the the one hand, it left out the increase 
King of England rules over only fifty in the revenue from Crown lands, on 
millions. The President has to main- the other hand it left out the in- 
tain a state consistent with the dignity crease inthe revenue from the Ddchies 
of his high position, and, although! of Cornwall and Laneaster. I concur 
the cost of living in America is not less) very much with what fell from my hon. 
than in England, he yet finds £10,000. friend the Member for  Mid-Lanark, 
amply sufficient. If that can be done that at some future time it may be 
in America, why not in England? Are desirable to apply to the Duchies of 
all the funetionaries who attend on Cornwall and Laneaster a similar prin- 
the Court necessary to the maintenance ciple of commutation to that which has 
of the dignity of our ruler?) The many been applied to other Crown lands. 
supernumeraries who attach to the But that question does not arise on the 
Court add neither dignity nor grace to present occasion. It is not a question 
the proceedings connected with royal. of urgency, and does not form any part 
functions. May I point out also that the of the present Civil List arrangement. 
sum voted for the Civil List does not Moreover it is a question which requires 
exhaust the amount spent by the, very great consideration. With refer- 
nition on royalty. The total amount’ ence to the question raised by the hon. 
of the Civil List is £548,000, but in Member for Northampton as to whether 
addition to that there is spent on the the King is or is not bound to surrender 
upkeep of royal palaces £18,000, on royal the Crown lands on his aecession to the 
vachts £23,000, and further. there is | throne, that has been very clearly 
the income from the Duchies of Cornwall | dealt with by the right hon. Gentleman 
and Laneaster of £130,000, making a the Member for West Monmouth. 
total of £719,000. It would be an‘ Surely that is a question of no great 
abuse of language to say that that is) practical importance, although no doubt 
i moderate sum to pay for the duties it is one of historic interest, because it is 
performed by His Majesty the King perfectly obvious, apart entirely from 
at a time when, as I have said before. the question whether the King could 
the nation is entering upon a period of or could not refrain from surrendering 
trade depression, and when hundreds these revenues, that if he did not 
and thousands and tens of thousands of he would incur liabilities infinitely greater 
His Majesty's subjects—the life of every and more onerous than the benefits that 
one of whom is quite as valuable as that would be derived from retaining them 
of the King--are living not only on the in his own possession. Therefore the 
verge of poverty, but actually in poverty question is not of great practical im- 
itseli. It is an outrage upon all our’ portance. The hon. Member who has 
iorms of government to propose a sum Just sat down asked why the Duchies of 
of this kind for the maintenance of Cornwall and Lancaster had not been 
the head of the State. I shall vote’ surrendered in the same way as other 
‘against the Third Reading, beeause Crown lands. There is, no doubt, some 
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difference of opinion as to the precise 
status of these estates, and it seems to me 
that these properties have been differen- 
tiated to some extent from Crown lands, 
but on the other hand they certainly 
cannot be regarded as private property. 
If they had been private property in 
1688 it is perfectly clear that they would 
have been put in a very different position. 
Moreover. the Duchy of Lancaster is 
represented by a Minister, and it is quite 
evident that that property is not on the 
same footing as any ordinary private 
property. It the Duchy of Lancaster 
cannot be properly classed with other 
Crown lands. it is perfectly certain that 
it is not the private property of the 
Sovereign, not being the subject of 
bequest. 
the will of John of Gaunt there isa great 
difference of opinion between historians. 
It seems to me, therefore, that there is a 
strong reason why this question should 
be fully considered. and some attempt 
made in future years to assimilate the 
conditions under which the Duchy of 
Lancaster is held to those of the Crown 
lands. It is clear that there are a number 
of difficulties which surround the subject, 
which would have to be met. and that is 
a good reason why it should not have 
been considered by the Committee up- 
stairs, and that the Civil List should be 
passed without 
question very much wider in its bearing 
and its scope. No doubt there is one 
current of opinion which holds that the 
amount of the Civil List is too large, and 
another which considers that it is by no 
means excessive; but I think, having 
regard to the increase of population, and 
the calls upon the Sovereign and_ his 
responsibilities in one way and another. 
under the conditions which now prevail 
it is only right and proper that the 
matter should be considered with the 
utmost regard to the convenience and 
dignity of the Sovereign. I think the 
amount at which the Committee arrived 
was a fair amount. and it certainly was 
arrived at after sufficient consideration 
had been given to all these matters. 
At the same time, I do wish to 
press upon the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that there are other matters 
with regard to the revenues of the 
Crown which deserve careful considera- 


tion at a future date, and I hope that 


Mr. Stevenson. 


importing into it a} 
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‘during the period the right hon. Gentle- 
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man occupies his present position he will 
be able to devote some time to this 


complicated question. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: There are 
only two points upon which I think it js 
necessary for me to occupy the time of 
the House. In the first place, the hon. 
Member for Northampton has attributed 
to my right hon. friend the First Lord of 


‘the Treasury a statement which I am sure 


he did not make. with regard to the 
position of the hereditary revenues of the 
Crown. [| understood the hon. Member 
to say that my right hon. friend stated 
that the hereditary revenues of the Crown 


‘could be dealt with by the Sovereign 


As to the precise terms of | 


| E.): I said he held it as the Sovereign, 


precisely as if they belonged to a private 
person. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: What the right 
hon. Gentleman said was that it belonged 
to the Sovereign in the sense that if he 
did not surrender his life interest he had 
a perfect right to retain it, and in that 
case he could spend it as he liked. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 


and that is so. 


*Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Gentleman has only repeated to-day. as 
he has on previous occasions, his view 
as to the historical position of these 
revenues. I do not think it at 
all necessary to follow the hon. Mem- 
ber into that question. I am content 
with the Parliamentary _ title to 
those hereditary revenues which was 
certainly conferred on the present King 
by the Civil List Act of the late Queen. 
By the second section of that Act it was 
enacted that those hereditary revenues 
“from and after the decease of her 
present Majesty shall be payable and paid 
to Her Majesty’s heirs and successors.” 
Of course, as the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire 
said, the King takes those hereditary 
revenues subject to the performance o 
the duties which belong to the Crown. 
How far that implies or involves the 
maintenance of the civil administration 
of the State is a matter on which I do not 
think | should be quite prepared te 
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accept what fell from the right hon.}should themselves have some personal 
Gentleman ; but it is really nothing more | experience of the duties and rights and 
than an academical discussion, because, | position of an owner of property, whether 
as a matter of fact, His Majesty, on the in the country or in London, and we all 
advice of the Government, has followed | see what an admirable example our 
the action of his predecessors, and sur-| present King has set in that capacity to 
rendered those revenues on the condition | his subjects. 
that a suitable Civil List is provided for 
i > Jude it s Ss abso- | x TX 7 = 
—_ m “54 prem oo re Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
a aI nang saeeehiaa th sec ees ‘Ne dee) said the statement of the right hon. 
AVI nt cto "Hi —. 1 : se Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
ya Md = sf ¢ ag y > . i é 
geen "gs yr _ ig re NAC chequer had rendered it unnecessary 
s esired, i ose reve es Dia a 
‘| mage onbibaia Civil List sear ‘ 1 for the debate to be prolonged, for he had 
fem | fale nh oN 41st si m “9 ‘explained away the false impression 
VY be é ent. 4 yac SUL as ° ae lah 
- y ‘ger : ti ow ste l . ae which existed in the country. The 
2 "alse as ] S e ys ‘ 
een raised as to the position Of Ue! words of the First Lord of the Treasury 
revenues of the Duchies of Lancaster }.4 | Nene agers <r ete 
Haig 1ad been universally misunderstood by 
and Cornwall. Ido not think it can be tl Rae! eA ; : 
1e press——namely, that the Crown lands 
alleged that those revenues are on the |. es as ; 
Bees - were in some peculiar sense the private 
same footing as the hereditary revenues | |, ei : ; 
: 2 2 = arid a property of the Sovereign. It was the 
of the Crown. There is a clear dis-|): *  .y). # : 
Abs: invincible ignorance of the press which 
tinction, because nobody could contend ; : 
; S . ‘led to this. He agreed that the second 
that the performance of any public _ |: Se yer 
; s : section of the Civil List Act of the late 
duties attached to the possession of the () . P ‘ 
458 ; (Queen did convey a reversionary interest 
revenues of the two Duchies. On the. . ‘ ty 
nis ier in those lands to the present King. On 
other hand. there is a distinction . , 
a ' this subject he quoted a statement 
between them and the private property : ' 
sees nit } ‘| written twenty vears ago by one whose 
of the Crown. such as Osborne and 2 ek oes 
: an a iced wuthority would be acknowledged by 
Balmoral. The question has been raised wes ics . 
_. the whole House. This writer stated 
whether the revenues of those two 
sie | that—— 
Duchies ought or ought not to be sur- 
rendered by the Sovereign and the «ft is a fallacy that the Crown lands are 
Heir-Apparent. That matter has been in some peculiar sense the private property 
very carefully considered from time to 3 the bie are Rar a - - 
ec ya: A Re ee é , Crown to the Crown lands is indisputable, 
on and [ believe tees dis¢ “3 . ” se but it is only entitled to them subject to the 
time ot the accession of her ate somewhat onerous obligation of defraying the 
Majesty, and it was decided then that it whole of the ordinary expenditure of the State. 
was better for every reason that those. -- - The reversionary interest ot hn awe 
estates should remain the appanage of to the Crow n is saddled with an one nant en 
“eager diaik of Chie ade Asad: of 70 millions. It is therefore practically value- 
the Sovereign and of the Heir-Apparent, | jess. and may be disregarded. 
as they had been for many generations, 
and many hundreds of years. | differ That burden was now 140 millions. 
entirely from the view that it is} The writer he referred to was the accom- 
contrary to publie policy that the Sove-| plished and learned lawyer who drafted 
reign or Heir-Apparent should own the. this Civil List Bill. 
estates of the Duchy of Lancaster and the 
Duchy of Cornwall. *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Who is 
; i that ? 
Mr. CALDWELL: I think it would be 
contrary to the public interest that they Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
should be in the position of landlords chief draftsman to the Treasury, Sir 
having tenants under them. Courtenay Ibert. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I differ *Sir M. HICKS BEACH : He did not. 
entirely from the hon. Gentleman. On 
the contrary, [ think it greatly for Mr. He 
the public advantage that in 
cases the Sovereign and Heir-Apparent 


EDMUND ROBERTSON : 
both was responsible for it if he did not. » He 
was the head of the Department respon- 
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sible for the drafting of this Bill, and he 
was an historical lawyer of great know- 
ledge and high personal authority. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Allen,CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud | 


Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Asquith, Rt. Hn HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot,Capt. JoscelineFitz Roy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
3alfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. KK R(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,SirFrancis T.(Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H (Bristol ) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles,T. Gibson( King’s Lynn) 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

3urt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J A(Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
€ochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
€oghill, Douglas Harry 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


{COMMONS} 


60. 


AYES. 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Belton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD (Chatham 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,JohnA. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir James Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,SirW illiam Theodore | 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Edwards, Frank 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Ferguson, R. C.Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald ,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, SirMichael(Lond. Univ 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
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Question put. 
The House divided.-—Ayes, 370 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 258.) 


Gore, HnGR.C. Ormsby-(Salop 


| Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line.) 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding,Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirE W(B rySEdm’nds 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of (L’nd’derry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harris, Fredeick Leverton 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J. F(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth) 
Hughes, Col. Edwin 

Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jacoby, James Alfrec 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, Wim. (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood- (Sussex 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans'2 
Jones, William (Carnarvonslh.) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnsirU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hn.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes, Bury) 
Keny on-Slaney,Col. W (Salop) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John George &. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverp ol) 
Lawson, John Grant 
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Leng, Sir John 
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Levy, Maurice 
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Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
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Long, tt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, RtHnJ W(Cum. Penr. 
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Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
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Maconochie, A. W. 
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Mitchell, William 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin H. F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
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Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
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Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
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Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
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Cameron, Robert 
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Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer,SirC harlesM.(Durham 
Palmer, George Win. (Reading) | 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbur 'y) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
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Perey, Earl 
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Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard | 
Pirie, Duncan V | 
P latt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, “Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Prvece-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward» 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Kandles, John S. 

Ratcliffe, R. F 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, 4 harles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwic k, (George 

tickett, J. Compton 
Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Ropner, Col. Robert 

found, James 

Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 





| Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. E. J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, a (North’mb.,T’neside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, jon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
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Spencer, E. (W. Bromwich) 
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Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) | 
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Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 


Dufty, William J. 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hardie,.J Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
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Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
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Talbot, Rt. Hon. J.G.(Oxf’'dU.) 
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| Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
| Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lient.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. SirC EH (Sheftield 
Wallace, Robert 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

WwW elbyyLt. a ¢ E Taunton 
Welby, Sir C. ee ) 
White, Luke York, § R.) 
W hiteley,( George(York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, ~ f Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitley, (Halifax) 
Whiteste, c Sicies Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Williams, RtHn.J Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, Chas. Hy. (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry/J. (Y ork, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (B sath 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,( ‘ommander (Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Labouchere, Henry 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
oY Brien, James F. X. (C ‘ork) 
O’ rien, Kendal(T’pp'r’ry Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(W icklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James( Roscommon, N 


Reddy, M. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Order read for the House to be put 
into Committee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There 
Instructions on the Paper in respect to 
this Bill. The first stands in the name 
of the senior Member for Merthyr Tydvil, 
and that Instruction, I think, is not in 
order. The Finance Bill, as is well known, 
is the Bill containing all the taxes to meet 


the expenditure of the year, as far as taxa- | 


tion is necessary: The Instruction pro- 
poses that the coal tax should be placed in 


{COMMONS} 


O'Malley, William 

O Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, Wm. (Clare) 
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Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Wilson, John (Durham Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs— 

Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Bill considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith, in the Chair. | 


are several | 


Clause 1 :— 


*THeE CHAIRMAN : The first Amend- 
/ment onthe Paper, standing in the name 
| of the hon. Member for Sheffield, is not in 
| the right place. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
| Central): My Amendment applies both 
to tea and sugar. 


a separate Bill from the six or seven other | 


taxes embodied in the Finance Bill, and 
if this Instruction were in order it would 
be equally in order to move an Instruction 
as regards each tax in the Bill and propose 
that it should be put in a separate Bill. 
The ordinary practice of the House is to 
treat the Finance Bill as one Bill with 
one object, and this Instruction is out 
of order. The next Instruction stands 
in the name of the hon. Member for 
North Monmouthshire, and is also out of 
order.t Its object can be attained by an 
Amendment moved in Committee on the 
Bill, and it is therefore unnecessary. 
The next two Instructions are it the 
names of the hon. Member for the Eifion 
Division and the junior Member for Mer- 
thyr Tydvil. 


duty other taxes, and to empower the 


which no preliminary resolutions have 


been passed. Therefore they are not | 


in order. | 


+t This Instruction was as follows :—* That | 

it be an Instruction to the Committee that 
they have power to provide that the duty to 
be charged, levied, and paid on coal shall be 
payable as to one-fourth of the amount of 
such duty by the coalowner or first vendor of 
the coal, being the person for the time being 
in receipt of any royalty or rent in respect of 
the coal on which the duty is charged.”’ The 
remaining Instructions are not given, as their 
purport is explained by Mr. Speaker. 





These are not in order ; | 
they propose to substitute for the coal | : 
Aor “| such as coffee and cocoa, the average cost 


. . . . | 
Committee to put taxes in the Bill for | 


| *THe CHAIRMAN: I am afraid that 
| would make it more out of order still. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said the 
object of the Amendment which he had 
to move was to distribute more evenly 
a tax which now fell with undue weight 
upon the poor people who consumed the 
cheapest tea. He had no doubt that 


/many hon. Members who had not studied 


this question would consider that a 950 
per cent. ad valorem duty was too high. 
Probably they would be more surprised 
to hear that the percentage of duty upon 
the cheapest tea consumed by the poorest 
people ran as high as from 100 to 100 
per cent. The duty on other articles 
which appeared on the breakfast table, 


price of which in bond was about the 
same as that of tea, was much lower. 
The average price of tea in bond was 
about 8d. per pound, and the average 
price of coffee and cocoa in bond was 
about the same; and yet the disparity 
in the duty levied upon these commodi- 
ties was altogether out of proportion. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
said that it was in the true interests ol 
economy that the labouring, classes 
should bear their share of the cost of 
the war, but he submitted they were 
already taxed above their deserts, and 
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they were bearing their share with a 
vengeance. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer pointed out that the money 
had to be raised, and it was useless to 
object unless they were prepared to find 
something else which could be con- 
veniently taxed. He thought it was not 
the duty of the Opposition to recom- 
mend alternative taxes, but he might 
suggest that if the Government forewent 
the pleasure of renewing the Agricultural 
Rating Act they would have the 
£2,000,000 which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer anticipated from the in- 
creased tea duty. 
great French War the tax on tea never 
exceeded 100 per cent., and only then 
alter it had been raised several times. 
Prior to the Crimean War the duty on tea 
was ls. 6d. per pound, and in the first 
Budget after the war in 1855 it was 
raised to 1s. 9d. per pound. The effect, 
however, upon the consumption of tea 
was so marked that in 1857 the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer came down to the 
House and reduced the tea duty to Ls. 5d. 
per pound, which was Id. lower than 
before the outbreak of the war. He did 
this because his own purposes 
defeated by the higher duty. Although 
the duty was reduced to Is. 5d., three 
years after the war the total product of 
the tea duty was much larger at the 
lower figure. Therefore it would be 
seen that when the duty was raised it 
had not the effect which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer anticipated, but quite 
the contrary effect. The hon. Member 
for Flintshire suggested a graduated 
income tax, and he should have no hesita- 
tion in supporting that proposal. He 
might be asked how he proposed to levy 
the tax and collect it upon an ad valorem 
basis. Formerly the tea duties were 
collected on an ad valorem basis, and he 
suggested that we should revert to that 
basis. Probably 95 per cent. of the tea 
sold in this country was sold by public 
auction in Mincing Lane. It would be 
easy to ascertain the cost price of the tea, 
and on that cost price an ad valorem 
duty of 50 per cent. might be levied. 
Taking the average for the last three 
years, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would have realised from ad_ valorem 
duties the same amount as he had been 
receiving up to the point when the in- 
crease in the tea duty took place. When 
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‘the tea duty was reduced to 4d. about 
| £1,000,000 was lost to the revenue, but 





In the days of the | 


he thought that if it had been continued 
at that figure the yield would have been 
as much with the 4d. duty as with the 
6d. duty in a few years time. When the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer increased 
the duty on tea to 6d., the consumption 
of tea, which had previously grown 
under the stimulus of reduced duties, 
decreased, as was the case after the 
Crimean War. The consumption of tea 
last year amounted to 225,000,000 Ib., 
as against 243,000,000 Ib. the year before. 
The tendency must be in that direction, 
in view of the point which the duty had 
reached, coupled with other taxation 


which had been put on the working 


were : 


classes. 

Then there was another matter 
which he wished to mention—the effect 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
proposals on a great British industry. 
A large amount of the tea imported into 
this country now came from India and 
Ceylon. Forty years ago nearly the 
whole of our tea came from China. The 
capital now invested in tea growing 
in Ceylon and India amounted to 
£30,000,000. The total trade amounted 
to 304,000,000 Ib., of which India 
contributed 157,000,000 Ib., Ceylon 
115,000,000 |b. and China only 
32,000,000 lb. The sudden falling off 
in the consumption of tea had brought 
about a most serious financial crisis in 
the tea industry in those countries. 
Fifty per cent. of the gardens there at 
the present time were estimated to be 
running at a loss. Year by year the 
tea-growers, anticipating the increased 
consumption, had put into cultivation 
larger areas. Suddenly the demand 
declined, and the extra tea grown had 
to be disposed of somehow, and. instead 
of being taken legitimately, it was sent 
over here and had to be sold at lower 
rates. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
valled this over-production, but he did 
not think it was fair to put the matter 
in that way, because for thirty, forty, or 
fifty years the growers had reasonably 
anticipated the demand on their pro- 
duction, and it was the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s duty which had brought 
about the present serious state of affairs 
in India and Ceylon. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had received representa- 
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tions trom different growers in India and 
Ceylon, and he was not unacquainted 
with this aspect of the question. 
property had been depreciated and a 
great financial crisis had overtaken 
them, and he submitted that, whatever 
might be the future value of the new 
colonies which they were annexing. it 
seemed to him to be bad statesmanship 
to get out of tune with their old and loyal 


{COMMONS} 
| tea. 


Their | 


colonies which had done them such good | 


service. From that point of view it was 
_ bad policy to impose a tax which had 
brought about such disastrous results 
to those colonies. He thought he was 
quite justified in moving this Amend- 


ment inasmuch as tea could not be de- | 


scribed as a luxury, for it wasa necessity 
of the people, and therefore its consump- 


tion should be encouraged, and not dis- | 


couraged by a high duty. 
that whatever the requirements of the 
war might be, there was nothing to justify 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in levy- 


He submitted | 





Bill- 


[ know that he is able to purchase 
good tea. and he does purchase it. But 
let us assume that it is right that the 
tux upon tea should be lowered in order 
to induce people to consume the worst 
class of tea. I demur to the argument 
of the hon. Member that this is a question 
of percentage at all. A great deal has 
been made of the high percentage of the 
tax on tea of low quality. But what is 
the price of that tea, including the tax ? 
/That is the real question. The hon. 
Member has forgotten in his comparison 
of the percentage of duty now with that 
of many vears ago that in those days the 
price of tea, apart from the duty, was 
very high indeed. Now it has fallen 
toa point so low that it is unfortunate 
for the interests on behalf of which the 
hon. Member spoke in India and Ceylon 
that by over-production they should 
have brought it down to that point. 


|The hon. Member says that in the time 


ing a duty which imposed upon the food | 


of the people a tax of from 100 to 150 
per cent. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1. line 20, after the word ‘ pound,’ | 


to insert the words ‘ fifty per cent. ad valorem, 
but not to exceed.’”—(Mr. Kearley.) 


Question proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : 


The hon. 


Member who has just sat down has an | 


intimate knowledge. no doubt, of the 
trade to which he has alluded; but. in 
spite of that. I must say that I differ 
entirely from him in regard to his con- 


clusions. He has made a proposal which, | 


on the face of it, cannot be accepted, 
because it would reduce this year’s 
from tea by more than 
amount of the extra 2d. which was pro- 
posed last vear. 
has made the proposal on grounds which 
appear to me to be entirely mistaken. 
His assumption is—and it is often the 
assumption of hon. Members who deal 
with this matter—that the poor man 
has a special inclination to consume the 
worst class of tea. I do not agree with 
that assumption, and I do not believe it. 
[ believe that the poor man knows very 
well what is good tea and what is bad 


Mr, Kearley. 


revenue 


The hon. Gentleman | 


of the Crimean War the duty was raised 
to Is. 9d.. and that the result of that 
was so disappointing that it was lowered 


| very soon after the war by the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer. But it was 


lowered. 1 suppose, for quite another 


|reason. and | think the hon. Member 


for Devonport is quite wrong in his com- 
parison ot the circumstances of 1856 
with those of the present He 
savs that the consumption of tea has 
fallen off on account of the high rate of 
duty. but that is not a fact. The hon. 
Member himself told the Committee that 
whereas the imports of tea for home con- 
sumption in the year before last, when 


vear. 


the duty was 4d. per pound, were 
242,500,000 pounds, last year they 
were nearly 250,000,000 pounds. I 
know he attributed that to a great 


extent to forestalments. But there were 


| forestalments in the year before. 
the | 


Mr. KEARLEY : I said so. The right 
hon. Gentleman is not quite accurate, 
because the forestalling took place last 
year. | know that it has taken place this 
year, but there are no figures for this 
year at all. 


*Sik M. HICKS BEACH: It is not 
a fact that the consumption — has 
fallen off on account of the increase in 
the tea duty from 4d. to 6d. The im- 
ports of tea with a sixpenny duty have 
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been higher during the past year than 
they ever were before. The total im- 
ports in 1899 were 289 millions of pounds, 
and in 1900 they rose to 299 millions of 
pounds, which is higher than has ever 
been known before, and that in spite of 
the increase in the duty. The hon. 
Gentleman has said that the consump- 
tion of tea during the past year has 
decreased to 225 millions of pounds. but 
he has no proot whatever of that. You 
will see how the consumption goes on, 
and you can judge after a time of the 
effect of the duty ; but there is no ground 
whatever for saying at the present time 
that the consumption of tea has been 
diminished in this country by the in- 
erease of duty from 4d. to 6d.. because, 
as a matter of fact, owing to the lower 
price of tea only a small part of the in- 
creased duty has really reached the 
The average price of tea 
last vear was nearly 2d. per pound less 
than it was two years before, and 1d. 
per |b. less than in the year before. The 
hon. Member desires to substitute an 
ad valorem duty in place of the present 
uniform duty, which has existed since 
the year 1835. but I cannot think that he 
will receive any support for that  pro- 
posal from anyone who has really 
examined the question. Between 1721 
and 1833 there was an ad valorem 
duty on tea. During that time the 
tea trade was a monopoly in the hands 
of the East India Company. The East 
India Company collected the duty for 
the Government, and carried out all the 
siles of tea in this country. All these 
siles were conducted by public auction, 
sothat the price was easily ascertained. 
In 1833 that monopoly was repealed, 
and the tea trade was thrown open, 
ws it is now, to the public at large. 
Directly that was done the impossibility 
ofan ad valorem duty made itself felt. 
lor there was no certain record of 
prices. and there arose all those 
disputes as to values between the Custom 
House officers and the importers of tea 
which are certain to occur in the case of 
an ad valorem duty, and which are as 
Inconvenient for, and as injurious to, the 
trade itself as they are to the revenue of 
the country. The hon. Member will 
suggest, perhaps, that an ad valorem 
duty should be levied now on the price 


consumer, 


of tea at the date of import, but he knows : 
| 
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very well that tea is retained in bond jor 
months, and during that time it changes 
hands over and over again at different 
prices. How are you ever, in these 
circumstances, to find out, without the 
greatest risk of fraud, what is the real, 
bona fide value of the tea 4 You can only 
do it by a system which involved such 
temptation to dishonesty on the part ot 
the Custom House officers, with whom 
it rested to say what the value of the 
tea was. that another plan had to be 
adopted. Under thet plan tea was 
divided into three classes. and the duty 
was fixed at the rate of 1s. 6d. per pound 
on the first, 2s. 2d. per pound on the 
second, and 3s. per pound on the third 
but that. was very 
found to be unworkable, because teas 
of very different values were included 
in the same class. and so in 1835 the 
whole system of an ad valorem duty on 
tea was abolished and a uniform duty 
instituted. During the interval, though 
the duty has been raised and lowered 
over and over again by different Chan- 
cellors of the Exchequer, no one has ever 
proposed to Parliament that an ad 
valorem duty should be substituted for 


class : too, soon 


the uniform duty. I oppose — this 
Amendment on account ot the loss 
of duty which it would cause. 
and also the impossibility of fairly 


levying an ad valorem duty. I trust 
that, whatever view the Committee may 
take as to whether the duty should be 
6d. or a lower figure, it will not,at any 
rate, support the proposal of the hon. 
Member that it should be an ad valorem 
duty. 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said his 
hon. friend the Member for Devonport 
deserved the thanks of the Committee 
for moving the Amendment. because it 
served to bring into prominence the 
different principles which the Govern- 
| ment had introduced into the first clause 
of the Bill as compared with the second 
clause. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had stated his objections to an ad valcerem 
duty, but in the next clause of the Bill it 
was proposed to put an ad valorem duty 
on sugar. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said the duty 
on sugar was not an ad valorem duty at 
all. The duty on sugar was precisely 
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the same amount for the same quantity 
ot pure sugar. 


*Mr. LOUGH said that answer, which 
they had had before, was the most super- 
ficial that could be given. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said that the 
graduated duty which he proposed in 
Clause 2 was a duty based upon the 
sweetening properties of sugar. The 
price of tea was based on the tea essence 
—the essential good quality of the tea 
itself. His hon. friend in making the 
proposal had submitted a perfectly clear 
way of arriving at the tea value, which 
represented the quantity of good tea 
which each parcel contained, but his plan 
was resisted by the Government in 
favour of the system of charging an 
equal duty regardless of the quality. 
The right hon. Gentleman’s proposal 
with regard to the tea duty was 
perfectly inconsistent with the proposal 
he was going to take with regard to 
sugar. He was opposed to a graduated 
duty on sugar, and he was also opposed 
to an ad valorem duty on tea. It seemed 
to him that such a duty would expose 
both the tea trade and sugar trade to very 
serious risks, which Parliament ought 
not lightly to put upon them. The great 
difficulty about an ad valorem duty in 
this country on tea, or any other article, 
was that it would put a premium on low 
quality. The object of the Committee 
ought to be to pass such laws as would 
make all producers give to the people the 
best quality at the lowest possible 
price. If the Committee adopted the 
principle of giving a lower tax on a 
lower quality it would put a premium 
on the production of a low quality of 
goods. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said we must not assume that the poor 
consumed the cheapest quality. His 
experience confirmed that opinion. The 
cheapest quality was bought by mean 
rich people, who gave it to their servants. 
The poorest people often distinguished 
themselves by the excellent taste they 
displayed, so far as tea and, he believed, 
other articles of consumption were con- 
cerned. If they got little, they demanded 
that it should be good. This was a 
sound principle to go upon. There was 
no real economy in bad quality. A 
smaller quantity of that which was 
better gave more support to life and 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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' was almost the only luxury they possessed 
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went fariher, It was this opinion that 
led him to take a very grave view 
of the proposal to put a graduated 
duty on sugar. He thought the Com- 
mittee should recognise in dealing with 
these matters that its object ought 
to be to facilitate business, and_par- 
ticularly the staple businesses of the 
country. If anyone would think for 
a moment how the tea trade could 
be carried on with a graduated tax, it 
would be enough to make him support 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. Such 
a duty would interfere with the immense 
trade done in tea in bond, because the 
seller, the second seller, or the third 
seller would have to produce the original 
invoice, so that the duty might be paid 
upon that. Thus he perceived the price 
that had been paid by all previous 
purchasers, It would give a most disas- 
trous blow to the distributors of tea in 
England, and it would, he thought, 
accomplish the ruin of the grower of 
tea in India and Ceylon. He believed 
it would be impossible to carry on the 
trade under the scheme proposed by the 
Amendment. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) 
said he hoped the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would see his way to make 
a reduction in the amount of the duty 
on the lower kinds of tea. He had 
given a good deal of attention to the 
tea trade, and he found that the tax 
weighed heavily on the poor people of 
the country, who consumed the low 
priced teas. It was quite true that the 
well-to-do working classes liked good 
tea, and that they very seldom bought 


‘it under Is. 8d. per pound, but there 


was a large class who used tea—that 


—who bought it at 1d. per ounce. They 
bought the cheapest quality in smal 
quantities. He had been connected with 
some of the poorest unions in London, 
and he found from inquiry that pauper 
sometimes spent 4d. or 6d. a week ot 
tea out of the small pittance they 
ceived. That tea would not cost the 
seller much more than 4d. or 5d. pet 
pound in bond, and the poor peopl 
bought it at the rate of 1d. per ounce 
It thus appeared that the sellers them: 
selves had a tremendous profit on tht 
article. He thought the Chancellor ¢ 
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the Exchequer might have a_ small 
graduation of the tea duties, in order 
to give relief on the qualities which 
found their way into the homes of the 
poor. 


Question put, and negatived. 


sir HOWARD VINCENT moved to 
insert words providing that, “in respect 
of goods from British possessions, one- 
fourth part or 25 per cent. shall be 
remitted.”” The ground on which he 


made this proposal was that there was , 


enormous difficulty in getting finished 
British goods into foreign markets. 


Lord Salisbury made a declaration on. 


this subject on November 10th, 1890. 
He said :— 


“We know that every bit of the world’s 
surface which is not under the British flag is 


acountry which may be, and probably will be, | 


closed to us by a hostile tariff. It is to the 
trade that is carried on within the Empire that 
we look for the vital force of the commerce of 
this country.” 


There could be very little doubt that 
there was a great deal of truth in the 
statement made by Lord Salisbury ten 
years ago, and recent events had given 
force to it. In recent years a great 
movement had taken place in favour 
of a closer union of the Empire. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies made a speech on 
25th March, 1896, in which he said— 


“If the people of this country and of the 
colonies mean what they say, and intend to 
approach this question of Imperial unity in a 
practical spirit, they must approach it from 
the commercial side.” 


The commercial side was in favour 
of giving a preference to colonial trade 
over foreign trade. Until recently this 
was impossible, at least with regard 
to trade trom this country to the colonies. 
There were two treaties, one concluded 
with Belgium in 1862, and one with 
Germany in 1865, which contained 
a clause prohibiting— 

“articles, the produce or manufacture of 
Belgium (alternatively Germany), being subject 
in British colonies to other or higher duties 
than those which are, or may be, levied upon 
similar articles of British origin.” 

Our colonies, so long as this clause 
existed, were prevented from putting 
a lighter duty on British than on foreign 
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goods, and in order to facilitate trade 
| between all parts of the empire the 
| Government, in 1897, after a consider- 
able movement had taken place on this 
matter, not alone in this country, but 
also in the colonies, gave notice of the 
termination of these treaties. On July 
' 28th, 1897, we wrote to our Ambassador 
to the German Emperor and to our 
Envoy Extraordinary to the King ot 
the Belgians as follows— 
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*T have to request that you will at once give 
notice of the intention of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to terminate the Treaty of Commerce 
and Navigation between Great Britain and the 
Zollverein (alternatively Belgium). In virtue of 
the stipulations contained, the Treaty will 
accordingly terminate upon the expiration of a 
year, dating from the day upon which you 
give the notice.” 

A very short time after these treaties 
terminated Canada admitted British 
goods at a reduction of 25 per cent., or 
one fourth the duty charged upon 
foreign goods, and it was exactly similar 
action he was anxious should be estab- 


| 


lished in this country. Since 1898 
they had enjoyed this advantage in the 
Canadian market. There must he a 
beginning somewhere, and he urged 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer to make 
a beginning in the tea duties. Owing 
to events in China, the production of 
tea in India and other parts of the British 
Empire had very considerably increased, 
and, although the loss to the Exchequer 
would be considerable—he thought about 
£1,687,000—he urged that the oppor- 
tunity should not be missed. Let the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer put 2 tax 
on foreign manufactured goods imn- 
ported into this country which we could 
produce ourselves, and which entered into 
competition with trade and labour 
here, and remit as far as possible the 
duties upon goods which were essential 
to the life of the people, but which our 
climate absolutely prevented us from 
producing. And, therefore, they ought 
to raise our public revenue, or that 
portion of it derived from Customs 
duties, upon goods which entered this 
country in competition with the product 
of labour in this country, but which were 
goods that our climate absolutely pre- 
vented us from producing. ‘That being 
so, we could not have a better article to 
commence with than tea. It could not 
he contested that tea was an essential 
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food with the people of this country, 
and that it could not be produced inthe 
United Kingdom ; and any remission 


that we could give to tea produced in | 


any portion of the British Empire would 
be for the benefit of the people in this 
country, while, although the proportion 
of tea consumed here from our possessions 
abroad was very large, such: remission 
could hardy fail to lead to a still further 
production of tea in India and Ceylon 
and other parts of the Empire almost 


equally suitable for the production of 


tea. There were parts of Australia, 
the West Indies, and Mauritius which 
were capable of producing large quanti- 
ties of tea. 

Now the point would arise, ** Could 
we give preferential treatment to our 
colonies under our present treaties!” 
The answer to that given by the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Berwick. who 
was then Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs. on 30th July, 1894, was con- 
elusive. That hon. Member said that 
* Commercial Treaties “—referring par- 
ticularly to the Treaty with Germany 

‘** Did not prevent differential treatment by 
the United Kingdom in favour of the British 
Colonies, but that it did prevent preferential 
treatment by the British Colonies in favour of 
the United Kingdom.” 

That answer of the hon. Baronet clearly 
showed that the course which he sug- 
gested to the Committee was not con- 
trary to any existing treaties. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had shown 
very little sympathy with preterential 
trade within the Empire. But there was 
a growing feeling in its tavour, not 
only on both sides of the House but in 
the country generally. The denunciation 
ot treaties with Belgium and Holland 
by Lord Salisbury was viewed with 
absolute favour by all the Chambers 
of Commerce of this country. and not 
a single resolution, so far as he knew, 
antagonistic to it had been passed in 
any part of the country. If that were so, 
it was perfectly clear that preferential 
trade within the Empire was growing 
in popular favour. Canada had in- 
creased — her preference to British 
trade from 25 per cent. to 334 per 
cent. He should have preferred to 
have made his motion 33} per cent., 
but he had limited it to 25 per cent. 


because he recognised that the Chancellor 


Sir Howard Vincent. 
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of the Exchequer was in urgent need of 
funds. His constituents were living 


by their labour and industry, and they 
echoed to the full the words of Lord 
Salisbury that foreign nations compelled 
them to look for trade to the countries 
over which the British flag flies. If we 
went on continuing, as for the past 
three years we had done, to accept 
favours from Canada and other British 
colonies without making any effort to 
reciprocate with them in their markets 
there would be a great revulsion of 
colonial feeling. The main subject of 
discussion on every platform last year in 
Canada was that the preferential tariff 
on British goods would not continue 
long if the old country would not recip- 
rocate. The Prime Mimister of Canada 
was most anxious to give a reasonable 
preterence to British goods, but His 
Majesty's Government showed an un- 
reasonable obstinacy in the matter and 
would give no advantage. There could 
not fail to come a time when the colonies 
would not give any return if Great 
Britain and Ireland were so wedded to 
one-sided free trade. This was a matter 
of vital importance to the working 
classes. There were very few working 
men who had not kith and kin beyond 
the seas. He firmly believed that the 
sentiment of the mass of the working 
men in this country, in view of the 
attitude of foreign countries. and the 
increasing difficulties of trade with 
those countries on account of their 
increasing Customs restrictions, was to 
develope trade with our colonies and 
do what we could by that means te 
still further weld the Empire together. 
He appealed to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to make a sympathetic reply, 
because his words would be read and re- 
read at every breakfast table on the 
morrow in every colony and throughout 
the Empire. If the tone of the reply of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer showed 
him to be out of sympathy with colonial 
trade and wedded to the old-fashioned 
notions of trade which were repudiated 
by so many classes in this country 
and the colonies. then the feeling of 
the unity of the Empire, to which we 
owed so much in the last two years and 
which was absolutely essential to us, 
would be abated, and the effect would 
be disastrous. He appealed to the 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer, ii he was | advocates to promote larger trade with 
unable to propose a duty on manufac- | our colonies. He desires, therefore, that 
tured goods from foreign countries |instead of importing certain articles 
which came so much into competition | from foreign countries we should import 
with those of our fellow subjects, to at| them, to a large extent, from our 
least express sympathy with ‘he develop- colonies, and so promote mutual trade 
ment of colonial trade. | between our colonies and ourselves. | 
' sympathise with my hon. friend's object ; 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare. E.) | but what are the facts with regard to 
sked, on a point of order, whether! tea! The hon. Gentleman's proposal 
the Amendment of the hon. Gentleman is to reduce the duty on tea by one 
would exclude the Amendment which | quarter in favour of tea coming from our 
tood in his name. 'colonial possessions. As a matter of 
fact, at the present time India and Ceylon, 

Tue CHAIRMAN said that the Amend-| under equal duties, have driven foreign 
ment of the hon. Member for East Clare | producers out of the market. My hon. 
had been passed over, because when ‘friend's proposal with the tea trade in 


called upon he was not present. ithat position would deprive the Exche- 
| quer, this year of all years, of one-quarter 

Amendment proposed- jof the revenue from tea in order to 

“At end of clause, to insert the words, ido no good. I hope the hon. 


‘{lways provided that in respect of goods | Member and the Committee will see that 
irom British possessions one-fourth part, or 25 it is absolutely impossible for me to 
per cent., shall be remitted.’ ?—(Sir Howard | aceept such a proposal. 
Vincent.) | 
Question proposed, ‘* That those words (Question put, and negatived. 
he there inserted.” | ' aie 

| (uestion proposed. “That Clause 1] 
*up M. HICKS BEACH: I ean assure | stand part ot the Bill.” 
the hon. Member who has just spoken | 
that Lam by no means behind him in Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that, 
my desire to promote closer relations | having missed the opportunity of moving 
with our colonies, but I do not find in the Amendment which stood in his name, 
the policy which my hon. friend has he would now state what he proposed to 
more than once put before the House say on that matter. It was perfectly 
invthing that would be really adyvan- | obvious that the meaning of the Amend- 
tageous to either our colonies or the! ment was to exclude Ireland from the 
mother country, On the contrary, [| operation of the Act. All along, the 
lelieve if his policy were adopted of Nationalist Members had _ protested 
placing Customs duties ona large number , against the treatment accorded to 
if foreign-manutactured goods and turn-| Ireland in the matter of taxation. 
ing our revenue tariff into a protectionist | They contended that, whatever fresh 
tariff, to be dealt with as some of our! burdens might be put upon the 
dlonies which have adopted a protec- | people of England and Scotland, the Irish 
tionist. policy were able to deal with| people ought to be exempted from 
protectionist tariffs, by giving preferential | these burdens for several reasons. What 
rites, under certain circumstances, to} was at the bottom of the Budget pro- 
the mother country, any such policy | posals was of course the war in South 
would be deeply injurious to this country. | Africa. But for that war these pro- 
[hope my hon. friend will pardon me if posals would not be submitted to the 
| do not follow him into those large House now. It was monstrously unjust 
wuestions which he has raised. Even and unfair to ask the taxpayers of lreland 
itl could agree with the hon. Gentleman | to pay in any shape of new taxation a 
inthe principles he advocates | could not | single farthing towards the cost of the war, 


igree with him on the present occasion. |The Irish people had protested against 


Let the Committee consider what the the war from the commencement as 

proposal of my hon. and gallant friend , uncalled for and absolutely unnecessary, 

Ineans. He desires by the policy he|and that consequently it was a most 
pone’ : 
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unjust and iniquitous war, but if the 
people of England and Scotland con- 
sidered otherwise, if they had come to 
the conclusion that it was just and 
necessary, it was natural that they should 
take steps to provide for the cost of it, 
but what was most unnatural was that 
the people of England and Scotland who 
approved of the war should call upon the 
unfortunate people of Ireland to pay for 
that which they regarded as wholly 
unjust and unnecessary. He knew that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
say at once that it was impossible to 
make an exception of Ireland in schemes 
of this kind of general taxation for Im- 
perial purposes, but that would not be 
an answer which could excuse the Irish 
Members from taking this and every 
opportunity of protesting against the 
fresh imposition of taxation in Ireland. 
He was reading the other day a very 
interesting return containing figures 
compiled by the hon. Member for Isling- 
ton. In the course of his examination 
of what had taken place in Ireland he 
pointed out that while the population 
of that country had been decreasing to 
un alarming extent the taxation of the 
Irish people had been increasing to an 
equally alarming extent at the same 
time. He knew that it was hard some- 
times for hon. Gentlemen in this House 
to follow the course of events in Ireland. 


* THe CHAIRMAN said the hon. Mem- 
ber was going beyond the question 
raised in the clause now under discussion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said if 
the Chairman had allowed him to do so 
he was going to point out in support of 
his argument that Lreland should not 
be included in the scope of this Bill. He 
was about to say that tea which was 
dealt with in the clause was one of those 
articles the taxation of which fell most 
heavily upon the Irish people. In the 
last. five or six years the taxation of Ire- 
land had been increased to the extent 
of «a couple of millions a year. When 
they took into consideration the poverty 
of the Irish people as compared with the 
prosperous condition of the British people 
there was no man in the House with any 
sense of fairness who could deny that they 
had at least some case to put forward 


when they asked the Chancellor of the | 


Mr. William Redmond. 
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Exchequer to make some exception jn 
favour of Ireland. He was not going 
to discuss the broad question of the 
financial relations between Great Britain 
and Ireland, which had been brought 
about by the Act of Union, but he would 
say that it was laid down in that Act 
that the Irish people should get separate 
treatment and that consideration should 
be given to the taxable capacity of the 
Irish people. He objected to the tea tax 
last year, and he now repeated his objec- 
tion. No article of consumption could 
be selected for taxation which would be 
more absolutely certain to bring about 
hardship to the Irish people. The con- 
sumption of tea was greater per head 
of the population in [reland than in 
England and Scotland, and the con- 
sumption of alcoholic beverages was far 
greater per head of the population in 
England and Scotland than in Ireland. 
He urged that if additional taxation 
must be put on the Irish people to pay 
for a war which they hated and loathed, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
consider whether it could not be raised 
in some other way than upon tea, which 
was the common article of consumption 
by the poor people. As far as he was 
personally concerned, he would infinitely 
prefer to see the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer putting additional taxation on 
alcoholic beverages in Ireland than upon 
the tea of the poor people. Ireland was 
sometimes most unjustly taunted with 
being intemperate, but they were really 
more temperate than the English or the 
Scotch, judging by the amount they 
consumed per head of the population. 
He would conclude by saving that in 
his opinion it was a poor, contemptible 
and pitiable policy on the part of the 
people of England and Scotland to ask 
Ireland to pay for the war. Whatever 
little return might have come to Great 
Britain out of the war expenditure, 
Ireland had got absolutely nothing. 
The millions which had been spent might 
react in some small way for the benefit 
of the working people of Great Britain, 
but Ireland got nothing at all. Apart 
altogether from the justice or injustice 
of the war, he maintained, from a purely 
material point of view, that the Irish 
people ought to be exempted, and it was 
downright mean and dishonourable to 
ask them to pay anything for the war. 
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There were very few jingoes in Ireland, | 
thank goodness. The Irish people | 
strongly adhered to the noble policy of 
conciliation preached by the late Mr. | 
(iladstone. They were told that the | 
English people were jingoes and that | 
they were in favour of the war. 


{18 June 1901} 





Bill. 


on the poor than did direct taxation, 
and therefore indirect taxation pressed 
more heavily on the people of Ireland. 
because they were poorer than the 
people of England. It had been stated 
on very high authority that the people of 
England did not pay more than 2s. in 


774 


‘the £ on the taxable capacity of each 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member ' 
is not entitled to enter on a discussion 
on the war. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he | 
was sorry the Chairman had not men- | 
tioned that before, as he was afraid he | 
had already said a good deal about the | 
war. He would only say that the Bill | 
was introduced to meet the costs of the | 
war. The Irish people had nothing to 
do with the war, and it was dishonour- | 
able to ask them to pay for it. He) 
would ask the Chancellor of the Ex- | 
chequer to dismiss from his mind, if 
he could, the trouble which he might 
consider he was put to from time to | 
time by the Irish members. He would | 
ask him to put himself in, for instance, | 
his position, as representing 12,000) 
electors in a country district in Ireland, 
who were hard pressed to make both 
ends meet. He would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to sympathise with 
the Irish Members to the extent of at, 
least allowing that they were justified | 
in appealing to him that, if Ireland were | 
to be taxed, it should be taxed in some 
other way than by a duty on tea. He 
moved the omission of the clause. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said his | 
hon. friend who had just spoken stated 
that he would prefer that a tax should 
be imposed on alcohol rather than on 
tea, and he added that he did not know 
whether he was speaking on behalf of 
many of his colleagues. He would tell 
his hon. friend that, although he would 
object very much to an extra tax on 
whiskey, which he thought was already | 
overtaxed, yet if it came to a choice 
between an extra tax on whiskey and 
an extra tax on tea he would prefer| 
the extra tax on whiskey, because tea 
was a beverage largely used in Ireland, 
and by the poor more than by any 
other class. They had been told by the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that in- 
direct taxation was the worst system of 
taxation, and that it pressed more heavily | 





'had to get the money somewhere. 
‘he would prefer that the money which 


|land or elsewhere. 


individual, whereas Ireland paid 10s. in 
the £, taxable capacity being of course 


the surplus which remained over after 


the necessary deductions had been made 
for the support of the individual. The 
appeal of his hon. friend was that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
differentiate. He had to a certain extent 
differentiated, because he imposed a 
certain tax on a certain article which did 
not happen to be produced in Ireland. 
The war was the Alpha and Omega of the 
taxation they were considering. Ireland 
had already paid more than her share in 
the blood of her own people, which he was 


_ashamed of and regretted extremely, and 


he thought it was rather hard that she 
should be now asked to pay in £ s. d. 
His hon. friend would be perfectly 
justified in going to a division. He was 
opposed to the tax because he believed 
indirect taxation was the worst system 
that could be adopted. It was decreasing 
in Great Britain, but increasing in Ire- 
land, which was the poorest part of the 


United Kingdom. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh. 8.) said 
he thought it his duty also to protest 
against the increased duty on tea. At 
the same time he sympathised with 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, who 


But 


was required had been made up in some 
other way than in taxing tea, sugar, or 
any other article of the breakfast table. 
He thought that the income tax was 


| bad enough, but he would rather pay 


have 


When 


income tax than 
duty on tea. 


an increased 
an increased 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer intro- 


duced his Budget he ought to have made 
a clean breast of it and to have 


|simply increased the income tax to 


ls. 6d. in the £. and put Is. a ton on 
coal, whether it was consumed in Eng- 
That would be very 
much better than taxing the food ot 
the people. He understood the neces- 
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sity of the case, and was not arguing | accordance with the ability of the people 


against the money being raised, but 


;|to bear it, and the income tax returns 


putting taxation on the poorer people | supplied the measure of the financial 


was bad. It would have been much 


| taxable capacity of the Irish people as 


better to have put it on men who had | compared with residents of Great Britain, 


comes. They would not want a 
breakfast or a dinner if they had to pay 
an income tax of Is. 6d. They might 
not be able to go so often to the theatre, 


or to build a yacht, or to buy a carriage | 


and pair, but those were luxuries which 
they could do without. A tax on tea 
and sugar, however, pressed heavily on 
the very poorest. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
said he objected to the increased taxation 
on much broader grounds than 
hon. friends. He objected on constitu- 
‘tional grounds to the taxation of Ireland 
being increased, and he also objected 
from the Unionist point of view. Ac- 
cording to the treaty which was entered 
into at the time of the Union, Ireland 
was to be subject to certain exemptions 


according to the taxable capacity of her | 
people, and it appeared to him that in | 


recent years Unionists had lost sight 
of that very important provision. 
parently the basis of taxation in Ireland 
was that as population decreased taxa- 
tion should increase. The late Mr. 
Gladstone, who was in his opinion the 


greatest financial enemy Ireland ever 
had, introduced the income tax into 


Ireland, although Sir Robert Peel had 
refused to impose it. It was then said 
that that tax would only last for a short 
time, but it remained ever since. The 
tax which was now being imposed would 
follow exactly the procedure. 
When an extra tax was put on whisky 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
that it was merely a temporary expedient 


same 


to raise the revenue which was necessary | 


for the time being, but it had remained 
was very remarkable 
accession of her 


since. It 
the 


ever 
that since 
decreased by one half, whereas 


taxation had increased threefold. That 


was an extraordinary state of things. | 


He would ask the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer whether he would not adopt | 
the ethics of taxation that were adopted | 
by statesmen in constitutionally | 
governed countries. His argument was 


‘that taxation should be imposed in| 


Mr. Jordan. 





his | 


Ap- | 


late | 
Majesty the population of Ireland had | 
the | 


He was prepared to argue the question 
/on commercial lines, because he had a 
|good case. He wished to direct the 
‘attention of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to the fact that in Ireland 
78 per cent. of the taxation was indirect, 
whereas in England the indirect taxation 
was only about 50 percent. The amalga- 
mation of the Exchequers shortly after 
the Act of Union was one of the reasons 
why the Irish people came to be so 
heavily taxed. They in Ireland had no 
intense interest in the defence of the 
Empire, but yet they were charged for it, 
although they derived no benefit from it. 
| He thought that even Unionist Members 
would admit that Ireland was bound to 
get some value for the taxation she paid. 
What value did she get 2?) The Constitu- 
tion was suspended, and they got no 
share of the expenditure on the Navy 
and Army. He thought -a stronger case 
/could not possibly be made out why this 
tax should not be imposed on Ireland. 
So far as he was concerned, he was.as a 
temperance man, entirely opposed to 
the tax on tea, which was almost one of 
the necessaries of life, particularly among 
the poor. He ventured seriously to 
|suggest to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that the tax should be put on 
something else. Hon. Members opposite 
did not quite realise that taxation which 
was grinding down the people of Ireland 
|could easily be paid by people in this 
-country. He would not into the 
merits of free trade further than to say 
(that the policy of the Government was 
not really a policy of free trade but a 
policy of free imports. 


oO 
£oO 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I fail to see how 
free trade comes within the scope of the 
discussion. 


Mr. FIELD submitted it arose on the 
question of the duty on tea. He desired 
to know as a free trader why a tax was 
put upon tea, as he understood the 
principle of free trade was that no food 
should be taxed. In conclusion, he would 
say he declined to believe that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer wished to press 
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hardly upon the people of Ireland, but | pose, somebody or other would raise an 
he warned the right hon. Gentleman objection. I do on the other hand feel 
that, if taxation was unduly increased | that the tax on tea is to some extent a 
against the spirit and the letter of the | greater burden on Ireland than on other 
Act of Union,a time would come when | parts of the kingdom I do not think 
the people of Ireland would be obliged | implicit reliance can be placed on the 
to fly from a country where they could | statistics in this matter, but they seem 
no longer live. He was surprised at | to show a greater consumption of tea 
the attitude taken up by the Irish Con-| per head in Ireland than in Great 
servative Members, because, after all, this | Britain. That may be so or not. But in 
taxation fell as heavily upon them as on| any case I am asked on account of the 


any other section of the community. 
They paid an enormous sum of over- 
taxation in this way. He trusted the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
consider the points which he had raised. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am very 


| great consumption of tea in Ireland to 
| refrain from imposing this extra taxation. 
| I would remind hon. Members that the 
fall in price of the article has materially 
| reduced the burden of the extra taxation. 
I think the hon. Member for Devonport 


| ° 
| will confirm me when I say that the 


far from feeling any desire to blame the | average price of tea apart from the extra 
hon. Member for East Clare for bringing | duty is now nearly 2d. a lb. less than it 
the matter forward, but I would remind | was two years ago, and 1d. a lb. less than 











the Committee that it has already been 
discussed on the resolution on which the 
Bill was founded, and therefore I hope 
lam not unreasonable in asking that the 
discussion may not be prolonged. The 
hon. Member who has just sat down 
touched upon topics which I think he 


will agree could be more conveniently | 
There | 


discussed on another occasion. 
could only be but a fragmentary dis- 
cussion of the financial relations between 
Ireland and Great Britain on a clause 
of this Bill, and therefore it would be 
more convenient to reserve the subject 
for a later occasion, when we can have 
a fair discussion upon it. The hon. 
Member for East Clare takes a primary 
objection to the duty on tea, because he 
says he objects entirely to taxation for the 
purposes of the war. No doubt the 
hon. Member and his colleagues are 
right from their point of view in taking 


|it was one year ago, and therefore, 
| although I do not deny that the extra 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| taxation is an additional burden, it is 
not so great a burden as it was expected 
| to be this time last year. I am glad to 
| have elicited one opinion which seems to 
| be very generally held by hon. Members 
below the gangway opposite, that thev 
would prefer that taxation on beer and 
spirits should be raised rather than that 
on tea. I do not wish to hold out any 
hopes for the future which I might 
‘not be able to realise, but if it 
/might be my happy lot to propose a 
reduction in taxation I shall certainly 
be disposed to reduce the duty on tea 
| rather than on beer or spirits. 1 trust 
| that hon. Members will see that, although 
| I am unable to agree with them, I am 
| not without sympathy for their views. 
| 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I only 


that objection ; but, as the hon. Member| rise to point out that the right hon. 


appealed to me to put myself in his place 
and to express some sympathy for the 
position in which he finds himself, I 
will appeal to the hon. Member to put 
himself in my place. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I only 
wish you would allow me to. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: For a 


moment, I would say, and ask him to 
consider this question from that stand- 
point. I must get the money from some 


source, and whatever the source I pro- 
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Gentleman is not to understand me to 
express the view that the increased 
taxation of spirits in Ireland is justifiable, 
I am against that also, and shall move 
against it at a later stage. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wex- 
ford, N.) said that in view of the circum- 
stance that a special day was to be set 
aside for raising the general question of 
the financial relations he did not propose 
to enter into it now, but he would like 
to make a suggestion to the right hon. 
Gentleman. The right hon. Gentleman, 


2F 
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if he could not do so now, might at some 
future date allow a rebate of 1d. or 2d. 
on the lb. to Irish tea merchants in view of 
the special circumstances of Ireland in 
regard to taxation. Such a policy was, 
he believed, carried out in the Isle of 
Man, and whatever method the autho- 
rities had of arriving at the amount to 
be allowed in rebate of taxation in the 
Isle of Man could very well be adopted 
with regard to Ireland. The question 
of the tea tax was a most important one 
for Ireland. This tax affected the poor 
people of Ireland to an enormous 
degree ; to a greater degree, he believed, 
than any class of people in England or 
Scotland. Tea was the staple drink of the 
working classes of Ireland, who in many 
cases drunk it three times a day. Beer 
was not consumed in Ireland in the same 
yay as in England. In England beer 
was the staple drink of the labouring 
classes, but that was not so in Ireland, 
and in view of the fact that Ireland was 
a much poorer country than either 
England or Scotland, taxation of any 
kind must fall upon Ireland much more 
heavily than on Great Britain. It was 
for that reason he suggested that a 
rebate should be allowed. 


Finance 


*Mr. LOUGH said in the general dis- 
cussion which had taken place they had 
only heard one side of the tea tax—the 
Irish side. The tea tax in Ireland last 
year produced £877,000—an increase of 
£227,000, which was dragged out of Ire- 
land by indirect taxation. He drew 
attention to that point because the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer often said 
he had a certain kindness for Ireland, 
but still the right hon. Gentleman at 
times did much to undermine the great 
case that had been built up for 
Ireland. To-night he had said that 
exact figures of the produce of the tea 
and other taxes could not be given be- 
cause there were no means of ascertain- 
ing it, but it was unjust that Ireland 
should be taunted with the fact that she 
could not give accurate figures; the 
Government had figures under lock and 
key which they would not give to the 
House. There was acharge of £220,000 
a year for collection of taxes in Ireland. 
Chat fact alone would show how easy 
it was for the Government, if it desired, 
tostatethe amount of tea brought into 


Sir Thomas Esmonde. 
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Ireland. He believed this additional 
taxation would check the consumption 
of that commodity, and thus press very 
heavily upon the people. The right hon, 
Gentleman had said that this was 
not the time to discuss the financial 
relations between Great Britain and 
Ireland, which was perfectly true; but 
this was certainly the time to point out 
the effect of this particular tax. The 
large amount which .was derived from 
taxes in Ireland was taken as a proof 
of the wealth of the country, but 
here it could be seen that that was 
not the case, and this increase of £227,000 
obtained from the additional tax upon 
tea was ground out of the blood of the 
Irish people. The system of taxation was 
breaking the back of Ireland. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had said that 
the indirect taxation of the country was 
only 50 per cent. of the entire taxation, 
but in Ireland the indirect taxation 
amounted to 77 per cent. ; therefore an 
equal tax between Great Britain and 
Ireland upon such articles as tea 
and tobacco did not produce an equal 
result, but an entirely opposite result. 
Even in Great Britain the result 
of this tax upon tea had been most 
unsatisfactory ; the consumption of tea 
had diminished, and the growers had 
suffered heavily. A burden had been 
put upon the poorest classes of the 
population, the consumption of tea had 
been checked, and the people would 
now probably drink something worse. 
The right hon. Gentleman had admitted 
that on tobacco he had reached the limit 
of taxation; on spirits he had _ passed 
the limit ; and that there was nothing 
more to be obtaned upon wine. He 
believed that this policy was a most un- 
satisfactory policy, and that the result of 
the first year of a high tea tax would not 
encourage further experiments in 4 
similar direction. He had not had an 
opportunity of moving the Amendment 
he had intended to move, but he certainly 
thought that the cost of the war and 
the amount required to meet the in 
creased expenditure of the country 
could have been found in some better way 
than the increase of indirect taxation. 
An illustration of the mistake the 
Government was making might be found 
by comparing the present methods by 
which money was raised for municipal 
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industrial and acommercial nation any 
form of tax on food should only be re- 
sorted to when other resources were 
already exhausted. He did not wonder 
at the protest from Irish Members, but 
a high rate of indirect taxation was 
hurttul, not only to Ireland, but to the 
poorer classes everywhere in the United 
Kingdom, and upon that ground and 
the grave injury to trade he should 
resist the clause. 


urposes in our own great cities as com- , 
ared with the methods of former times 
which still existed in many Continental 
cities. The present system was by a 
direct rate on property. The fact of a 
large additional sum of money being 
required did not lead us to abandon that 
system, say in favour of an octroi, or 
duty on food coming into the city, which 
would be more injurious than beneficial. 
Money required was obtained by increas- 
ing the rates upon property, the burden 
of which fell upon the backs of the rich, 
but by this system of indirect taxation 
the burden fell upon the backs of the 
poor. It would be safer for us to stick 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.) said he 
could not understand why the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should take credit 
for the reduction in the price of tea, a 
tothe methods which had produced such | fact with which he had had nothing 
a splendid revenue during recent years) whatever to do; the duty remained 
rather than return to the worn-out ex-|the same whether the price of tea was 
pedient of taxes on the necessaries of life , high or low, and the people were surely 
which had worked so badly in the past. gic to roan benefit of the renege 

= p ; |of the market. !f anyone was entitlec 
*MR. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | ¢¢ ibe against ie alia a tax 
E) said that it was his intention to move it was the Irish representatives. There 
an Amendment to reduce the amount of might be some excuse for applying to 
the tax upon tea, but he was detained ha eden wis. had supported "ti 
in another part of the House by his 


: Cc . I had | policy of the war, but he protested 
duties upon a Committee, and hac been against Ireland being taxed on account 
unable to do He was, therefore, 


a : sae of a war for which she was in no way 
under the necessity of voting against the responsible, and against which she had 
tea tax as a whole. There would be a 


ae always protested. If it were in the 
— conte: i those w “" strongly | power of the people to defeat the collee- 
sented trom the proposals to meet) tion of the tax, not one penny of it would 


so. 


the gigantic expenditure of this year! }. obtained within the four seas of 
to recognise that in dealing with this) [rejand 

tax the Chancellor of the Exchequer 

had shown a wise moderation. There Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 


Green) said he only intervened in the 
discussion because he represented a 
number of poor people. The tax was 
instituted in order to pay for the war 
in which we were now engaged, but his 
constituency had one and all protested 
against that war. And, inasmuch as the 
taxation of food was unjust and unfair! people of Dublin and of Ireland generally 
to the poorest classes of the community, | had protested against the war, they ought 
and, further, because all taxes upon’ not to be called upon to contribute any- 
food were open to the economic objection | thing towards the cost of it. He pro- 
that such taxes, increasing as they | tested against the imposition of this tax 
inevitably did the cost of living, and because it would press more heavily upon 
increasing in the highest proportion the the poor people whom he represented 
cost of living to the workers, were so| than upon the people of this country. 


was a certain measure of equity and 
fairness to the poorer classes of this | 
country, in so far as the increase in | 
indirect taxation did not include any 
further increase in the duty on tea. He 
should vote against the clause upon two 
distinct and definite grounds—that all! 





much dead weight upon the productive, | 


manufacturing, and the commercial 


power of the country in competition 
with other nations. 
able that almost any kind of tax could 
tightly be had recourse to in special 
cases of grave emergency. 


It might be argu- | 
fast, dinner, tea, or supper. 


But for an: 


Owing to their poverty the Irish people 
were compelled to adopt tea as their 


| principal beverage, and it formed their 


staple article of food, whether for break- 
Why was 
not a tax put upon something in which 
mainly the rich were interested, such as 


2F 2 
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carriages, foreign wines, or foreign Irish nation had, by every means in its 


cigars? There might be something in 
the argument that those articles were 
already sufficiently taxed, but, at any 


rate, it would be fairer to place the burden | 


upon those who could afford to pay 
rather than upon the unfortunate people 
who were not in that position. There 
might be some justice in placing the tax 
upon the people of England and Scotland. 
who had approved of the war, but the 


power, protested against and opposed 
the policy of the Government in South 
Africa, and, therefore, as representing 
a portion of that nation, he should 
support the Amendment in the division 
lobby. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 192; 
Noes, 108. [Division List No. 259,] 
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Mark A. 


teenth’ 
Thomas.) 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) 


suid the Amendment 


name was not an important one, 
desired to move it formally in order to 
obtain some explanation from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and he had no 
intention of going to a division if the 
satisfactory. 


answer given was 


standing in 


his 
but he stand it, the 


of the hon. 


do without a 


What. 





and insert * 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : 


the duty leviable a day 
legally leviable, and that you could not 
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eighteenth.”—(Mr. D. A. 


As I under- 


effect of the Amendment 


Gentleman would be to make 


before it was 


resolution. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS said that was the 








he really wished to know was whether 
the duty upon sugar was to be paid as 
from the beginning of the 19th of April 
or the close, ‘that was to say on the 20th. 
That was a point he desire d to have made 
quite clear, because it made a difference 
of £20,000 in the amount to be obtained 
from the sugar duties. He begged to 
move— 


_pempcaene proposed— 


“In page 
‘on bea after’ 


> and 
‘ nine- 


2, line 1, to leave out ‘from 


insert ;andto leave out 


| lution, 


form in which it appeared in the reso- 
and it was for that reason he 
moved it in that way. The Budget 
resolution provided that the duty should 
be leviable on the 19th, but this clause 
did not carry out the resolution. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The resolu- 
tion applied to a future date, and, 
therefore, the words “on and after” 
were put in. This Bill authorises the 
collection of the duty trom a past date, 
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and therefore it is properly set forth 
as from the 19th. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: It 
difference of a day. 


makes a 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, it does 
not. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Then do I 


understand that ‘as from ’’ means from 
the beginning of the 19th of April? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Quite so. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. CHANNING said that the Amend- 
ment which he proposed to move was 
one which directly challenged the form 
in which this new tax and the coal tax 
also were put before Parliament. 
sugar duty was proposed not in the 
form of the tea duty and other indireet 
taxes, but as a permanent tax. The 
usual and constitutional form was of a 
tax to be levied and paid for one year 
only, and subject to revision and recon- 
sideration in this House in subsequent 
years. His Amendment should properly 
be moved after the word “ paid,”’ and 
not after the word “ one,”’ and he desired 
to move it in that form. He dissented 
entirely from the sugar duty. He did 
not raise the question of the excessive 
expenditure to be met by taxation 
this year, or where the money re- 
quired should come from; it was suf- 
ficient for his purpose to argue that it 
was open to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to propose other taxation which 
would give him the amount which he | 
proposed to obtain from the sugar duty. 
He wished to take the gravest objections 
to this tax. It was the reversal of the 
wise policy of a great Conservative Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. It imposed a. 
burden heaviest in proportion on the 
poorest classes, and it was open to all , 
the economic objections to taxes upon 
food. It seemed to him that the form 
form in which it was laid before Parlia-, 
ment which made it a permanent tax 
added very materially to the objections 
he had to it. If brought in in the usual 
way for one year it would be perfectly easy 
to re-impose it, if necessary, in any subse- 
quent year. But if imposed for ever 
and ever as a hereditary burden it was 
harder to get rid of it in future. This 
tax was a serious burden placed on what 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 


The | 





Bill. 


growing industries in this country. It was 


‘highly objectionable, having regard the 


way in which it would press upon the work 
ing classes of the country ; it was still more 
objectionable from the manner in which 
it would interfere with many growing 
industries; but its most objeetionable 
feature was the fact that it was to be 
a permanent tax. The most serious 
objection could be taken to its being made 
permanent on the specifie ground that 


'this cr any similar source of taxation 


should only be drawn upon in case of the 
gravest emergency. He ventured to say 


; that the objections to this tax were so 


serious that to deal with it in such a 
manner as to imply that the tax would 
be for ever imposed upon the community, 
was a very dangerous proposal to lay 
before the House, when regard was had 
to the fact that this tax came largely 
out of the pockets of the poor. To 
permanently ear-mark an obviously un- 
just proportion of the smallest in- 
comes in the country in such a manner 
as this, was, in his ion, a very dan- 
gerous course to adopt. The right hon. 
Gentleman spoke of widening the basis 
of taxation. He had agreed with many 
of his contentions on financial matters, 
but if regard to these words he had the 
greatest suspicion, doubt and dread. 
There was a section on the opposite side 
of the House who looked upon the sugar 
and coal taxes with satisfaction just 
because they had this element of per- 
manence, and as driving in the wedge 
of protection into the fiscal system. in this 
country. The form in which the pro- 
posals were laid before Parliament 
amounted to a sort of pledge to that party 
that the enormous expenditure in the 
future would be largely charged on 
indirect taxation. A direct tax was a thing 
which everyone could understand and 
measure, but indirect taxation largely 
escaped criticism. He ventured to say 
that the form in which these new taxes 
were proposed was a threat to the finar 
cial principles of this country. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 2, after the word ‘paid,’ to 
insert the words ‘ until the first day of August 
nineteen hundred andtwo.’ °—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, * That. those words 
be there inserted.” 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Trecognisethat | I have proposed this tax, and, as I have 


the view of the hon. Member with regard | 


to this tax is not my own. He objects 


to additional taxation here, he objects to | 


the war in South Africa, and, if it were 
necessary for him to give his mind to the 
levying of additional taxation, he would 
no doubt raise it by an addition to the 
income tax rather than by this duty. 
No doubt we view this matter from 


view as to the sugar duty is that it is a 


said, so far as I can see for the present, 
as a permanent part of our fiscal system. 
It may be possible for some future 


, Chancellor of the Exchequer to repeal 


the tax, but it is not for me to forecast 
the future in that way. But there is no 
necessity, so far as I can see, for placing 
it on the same basis as the tea duty, so 


: : ; | that by inclusion in the Finance Bill 
entirely different standpoints. My own) 


fair tax, having regard to the great’, 


expenditure of the country and to the 
necessity that that expenditure should 
be evenly divided between direct and 
indirect taxation. I have not scrupled 
to add largely to direct taxation in the 
last two years, and I felt myself bound, 
in fairness to all the taxpayers, to add 
also to indirect taxation. The hon. 


Member says that, whatever the merits 


of this tax, it ought to be only an annual 
tax. I never could have excused myself 
if | had proposed to Parliament a sugar 
duty as a tax simply for one year. It is 
impossible to propose any tax of that 
kind without very considerable trouble, 
inconvenience, and even disorganisation 
to the trade and industry of the country, 
and to undertake any proceeding of the 
kind merely for the purpose of one year’s 
taxation would be, to my mind, entirely 
indefensible. 1 


I have already explained | 


fully to the House that I have felt it is | 


necessary to increase the articles on 
which our indirect taxation is at present 
laid not only in view of the war expendi- 
ture of the present year, but also in view 
of the largely-increasing ordinary ex- 
penditure of the country. I have pro- 
posed this tax as by no means a tax for 
one year. I have frankly told the Com- 


mittee that to my mind this tax ought | 


to continue, so far as I can see, as part of 
the general fiscal system of the country 


so long as our expenditure is on anything | 


like the present basis. Whether the day 
will ever come when that expenditure 
will be reduced to what it was twenty 
years ago is a matter, of course, on which 
hon, Members can form their own 
opinion, but, having regard to the addi- 
tional and increasing 


ot the country, and to the increasing 
demands for national expenditure of 
every kind, any such expectation as that 
ls, to my mind, absolutely impossible to 
entertain. 


Under those circumstances 


responsibilities | 


of every year it should be annually a 
matter for the consideration of the 
House of Commons. The tea duty has 
long occupied that place alone among 
indirect taxes. I hardly know why it 
was selected for that position, but it is 
right, of course, that one among our 
indirect taxes should occupy the place 
taken by the tea duty in order to 
maintain the control of Parliament on 
indirect taxation, but I do not see that 
it would be for the convenience of 


| Parliament or any advantage to anyone 
-econcerned to place the sugar duty in 


the same position as the tea duty. If I 
had made any such proposal my action 
would have been taken as a suggestion 


'that I, had intended this merely as a tax 
for one year, and J should have been 


denounced, and rightly denounced, by 
the hon. Member for Devonport and 
other Members interested in this 
matter. It is impossible for me in these 
circumstances to agree to the proposal 
of the hon. Member opposite. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) asked whether this 
ought to be a permanent tax, placed 
entirely out of the purview of the House 
of Commons year by year?) What they 
wanted to secure was that this tax 
should come every year within the 
purview of the House of Commons, so 
that they might reduce it if they thought 
fit, or abolish it altogether. It was 
obvious that, so long as this Govern- 
ment existed, this tax would exist. The 
intention of the tea duty was that the 
House of Commons should have full 
control over the taxation of the country. 
He thought it was a serious matter to 
ask the House to part with such a control 
over the sugar duty as it had in regard 
to the tea duty. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had stated that he wanted 
to keep the same proportions between 
direct and indirect taxation. He agreed 
with him in that, but what were they 
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doing now? They were voting direct | again. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
taxation for one year, and they were! was not infallible, and he was a dangerous 
voting additional indirect taxation in| man to be entrusted with the levying 
the shape of the sugar duty as a per- of the taxation of the country. He was 
manent tax. Surely it was only right, disorganising the sugar trade by the 
it they were to keep these proportions irregular way the duty was to be levied, 
between direct and indirect taxation, that | It was quite fair on that ground alone 
the House of Commons should have the | that this tax should come up year by 
opportunity of voting whether they | year, as other taxes did, for review. 
desired a reduction of indirect taxation. | This was the first time in the history of 
This sugar tax was not merely a revival the country that any Chancellor of the 
of an old tax ; it was a new tax, and he Exchequer levying a war tax announced 
thought the attitude of the Chancellor | simultaneously that it was to be per. 
of the Exchequer with regard to it was} manent. He thought the Amendment 
rather hard. of his hon. friend should be strongly 


supported. 
Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) hoped 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would) Mr. ARTHUR ! ELLIOT (Durham) 
carefully consider this Amendment. He) gaid the appeal that the tax should be 
thought that a year hence the Chan-' confined to one year was one that would 
cellor of the Exchequer, if he occupied not be responded to. Surely it was fair 
his present position, would have to! to the House and the country that it 
consider very carefully the whole ques-| should know that it would be necessary, 
tion of taxation. What was the reason | jn all probability, to maintain this tax 


for the imposition of this sugar duty ?) for several years to come. That was the, 


It was not a war tax ; it was a tax due honourable course to pursue. He knew 
to the ordinary expenditure of the that there were some hon. Members 
country. Apart from those taxes) who would take very strong measures 
imposed for the war, there would have for the reduction of taxation if the 
been a deficit this year on ordinary country or the House were to allow 
expenditure and revenue of something them, but they must deal with affairs as 
like £9,250,000. There was no question | they found them. ‘Thev saw that the 
that this increased taxation which had expenditure must be very high indeed; 
been imposed this year had not been) and he confessed that he found some 
imposed for war expenditure, but for difficulty in quite understanding the 
the ordinary expenditure of the country. position of those who were constantly 
If that was the case, he thought there | arguing that the expenditure of the 
was all the more reason to consider | Government was right and were yet 
the application of the principles of taxa- | coming forward prepared to refuse per- 
tion. He held that the House should! mission to the Government to revise the 
be given an opportunity twelve months | taxation by which alone the policy could 
hence to consider whether or not the) pe carried out. Thev should not support 
tax should be continued. He held that | the policy and cut down the means of 
the proposal to make the sugar duty a} carrying it out. Having listened to the 
permanent one would not commend itself | pemarks of speakers on , a Opposi- 
to the House. ! tion bench, he could see that the ex- 
Mr. KEARLEY said it was a new | penditure — likely to last even if a 
experience for him to find the Chan- | change of Government took place. 
cellor of the Exchequer solicitous to | CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.) sup 
avoid the disorganisation of business.| ported the Amendment because he 
Two years ago, in spite of the good | fancied if they accepted the duty in the 
advice which he and others tendered! form in which it was now proposed 
to him, the right hon. Gentleman took | they would require a special Bill to repeal 
off the tobacco duty. He arranged it | i, 
so that the tobacco duty would go into | 
the pockets of his Bristol friends and! *Sirk M. HICKS BEACH said that the 
others. He found that he was wrong,! House of Commons had always reserved 
and next year he put the duty back | to itself sufficient power to secure_1ts 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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privileges against any possible action by | 
the House of Lords. 


4 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) | 
said he could not follow the argument | 
of the hon. Member for Durham. If | 
this were merely a war tax it must be 
obvious that it would be only necessary 
for one or two years ; but it was brought 
forward in order to meet the increased 
ordinary expenditure of the Govern- | 
ment. The normal expenditure of the | 
country had increased under the present | 


Government by twenty-eight millions | 
a year, and there was no reasonable 
prospect of that expenditure decreasing 
so long as this Government remained 
in power. They, on that side of the 
House, were convinced that if the Liberals | 
got into office there would be such econo: | 
mies as to permit of the sugar duty being 
done away with. Under those circum- | 
stances they did not look forward to the 
sugar duty as being necessarily per- | 
manent. There was another reason | 
why he begged the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer to impose the duty for one | 
year only. 








It was not wise in the House | 
of Commons to make it possible for the | 
Government to raise money readily. He | 
would give the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer full credit for his desire to re- 
duce expenditure, but if they made this 
tax permanent they would be putting 
an extra weapon into the hands of those 
Members of the Cabinet who were, to 
say the least, not exponents of economy. 
The House ought to retain its power 
over taxation, and if the present Govern- 
ment wanted the sugar duty continued | 
next year let them come and ask for it. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk 
Burghs) said that the right hon. the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had been 
perfectly frank and straightforward in 
his statement. He thought this was, 
the proper time to refer to the coal duty. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
must confine himself to the question of 
sugar. | 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said he was 
afraid he must vote against the clause, 
because otherwise it would carry approval 
to other parts of the Bill. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No. 


*Mr. TAYLOR (Laneashire, Radcliffe) | 
said there was another reason why the! 
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| that on sugar. 
the effect of the duty on the fruit and 
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tax should only be made for one year. 
The changes which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had already made in the 
tax showed that the information that he 
had received had not been sufficiently 
considered, and that was a very potent 
reason why they should not put the tax 
upon a permanent form. As a believer 
in the control of the House of Commons 
over the national purse, he did not ap- 
prove of making any duty permanent, 
but if any were to be made permanent 


!it should be that on tea rather than 


They could not forecast 


jam industries, and he was afraid that 
before a year was over even the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would regret 
putting it on an article which would 


affect the very poorest in the land. 


Some hon. Members maintained that 
there should be a proportion preserved 
between direct and indirect taxation. 
For himself he did not hold any such 
proposition ; he was in favour of direct 
taxation which would compel people to 
realise what the nation was really spend- 
ing. In thinking over this question he 
wondered what the effect would be it a 
procession were to pass the Speaker's 
chair of the agricultural labourers and 
their families whose wages were only 12s. 
to 14s. per week, and of those similar 
classes in our large towns whose high 
rents practically reduced the family 
income to a similar figure. He believed 
no Member of the House would be so 
hard-hearted as to vote for a tax which 
was to diminish an important article 
of food of these poor people. The 
fruit industry in this country had been 
steadily growing, and often large quanti- 
ties of fruit had to be destroyed because 
the price of sugar was more than the 
jam makers could afford. If they taxed 
the sugar the jam makers would be com- 
pelled to give a less price for the fruit, 
and they knew that that was no means 
of encouraging an important industry. 


Mr. FIELD said he would not have 


| intervened in the discussion but for the 


fact that he had received communica- 
tions from constituents in regard to the 
duty on imported molasses. He had 
forwarded these communications to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who had 
received them very courteously, and 
said he would give their contents his con- 
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sideration. The imposition of this tax 
ought to be subject to certain changes 
and modifications proved necessary by 
experience by working. He believed in 
the doctrine of direct taxation, and 
thought that they should substitute for 
the sugar duties a tax on land values, 
which would be felt, not by the poor, but 
by the rich. He protested against a 
system of putting into the hands of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the danger- 
ous power of perpetuating taxation. At 
present the House of Commons was not 
a legislative machine, but merely an 
instrument to provide taxation for 
abnormal expenditure, of which the 
Irish people had to pay more than their 
fair share. The effect of granting a 
perpetual tax would be to encourage 
expenditure and discourage economy. 
He entirely agreed that the House of 
Commons should retain the control of 
taxation, more particularly indirect 
taxation, which was the most dangerous 
form of taxation of all. 
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women and children, to whom sugar 
afforded nourishment and comfort. At 
one time there was great hope of the 
free breakfast table, but the present 
Government were destroying all hope of 
that being realised. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The question is not the imposition of the 
tax, but whether it is to be imposed for a 
year or permanently. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL said that if the tax 
were perfectly innocuous, of course no 
one would object to its being made 
permanent. He meant by his argument 
that a tax of this kind, which was so 
harmful and so very obnoxious, ought 
not to be made perpetual. 


Sr JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said he wished to put for- 
ward another consideration why the tax 
should not be made permanent. If they 
increased the taxes on wine, spirits, beer, 
and tobacco, they would reduce the con- 
sumption of these articles, and decrease 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said he | the working power of the people. But 


had from the beginning most strongly 
opposed the imposition of the duty on 
sugar, and, a fortiori, he objected to its 
being made a permanent tax. He was 
very sorry to hear from the hon. Member 
for Durham that the country was 
threatened with an accumulation of 
taxation, increasing from year to year. 
He could not agree with the hon. Member 
that if the reins of Government were 
transferred from that to this side of the 
House there would not be a considerable 
improvement in that respect. He could 
not believe that the great Liberal party 
of this country would give up the cry of 
“peace, retrenchment, and reform.” 
If he was not much mistaken, the time 
was not far distant when the consti- 
tuencies would see the evils into which 
they had been led, and the expense which 
had been and was being accumulated 
on the country. The object of making 
this tax permanent was, he believed, 
to prevent the discussion of it from 
year to year, because if this Amend- 


ment was defeated it could not be 
got rid of without repealing an 
Act of Parliament. This tax would 


press most heavily on the poorest 
classes of the community, and upon 
the most helpless of those classes, 


Mr. Field. 


| 


in this case they were imposing a tax 


upon an article which was in large con- 


sumption, and which increased the earn- 
ing power of the people. That was a 


/ reason to his n ind of the last importance 





to consider. He desired with all the 
earnestness he could put into words to 
induce Members of the House to study 
this matter for themselves, and if they 
did so he believed that at the end of 
twelve months they would repeal the 
tax. 


Mr. CREAN objected to the tax being 
made permanent, because it would press 
more heavily on the Irish taxpayers than 
on the English. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer himself had no knowledge to 
what extent the ramifications of the 
sugar tax would go, and the fact that he 
had to change it so often proved that he 
was not sure of the ground on which he 
stood. That was one reason why the 
tax should only be imposed for twelve 
months, when they would be able to 
review the work of the year, and see 
whether the tax had not gone a great 
deal beyond what the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer himself intended. At any 
rate this was a tax which, of all taxes, 
ought not to be made perpetual. He 
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thought that the arguments were very | permanent. 


strong in favour of not making the tax 


permanent, especially in a poor country. | 
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I see great reason for not 


accepting the Amendment of the hon. 


If it were a direct tax, the arguments of | 
his hon. friends might not be as sound | 


as they were, but people scarcely knew 
what they were paying on an indirect 
tax. Ifa direct tax were imposed people 
would know what they were paying, and 


that would be a curb on extravagant | 


expenditure. 
should be very slow to make an indirect 
tax permanent, whatever might be the 
case as regarded a direct tax. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said it was 
obvious that the tax was experimental, 
heeause it was impossible to estimate 
what its result would be. It might be 
disappointing to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and in that event the clause 
would be repealed. How much more 


He thought the Committee | 


Member, but after all the point is a 
narrow one, and I hope the Committee 
will now take a division on it, and 
then proceed with the discussion. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
that if the tax were imposed for one 
year only it could then be seen whether 
or not the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was right. His hon. friend stated that 


the tax was a tax in favour of protection 
'but the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


| said it was not. 


dificult that would be if another Govern- | 


ment were in power. 


They would be | 


very much handicapped and it would be | 


very difficult for them to put back the 
tax in accordance with the wishes 
the people. If the tax affected the 
confectionery and other trades, 
if there were great outcry against it 
another Government might desire to 
reduce it. But they could not do it in 
the ordinary way if the tax were made 
permanent. That would be making it 


very difficult for any future Chancellor | J ( 
‘taxation of the food of the people was 


of the Exchequer to reduce the tax, and 


he could not understand why the right | 


hon. Gentleman would not accept the 
Amendment. If the tax were required 
again next year it could be reimposed 
in a small clause in the Finance Bill. 
He could not understand 
Chancellor of the 
to make the tax permanent unless it 
were to burke discussion. It was ob- 
vious to the intelligence of the Committee 


| 


| would accept the Amendment. 


The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer now said that if at the end 
of a year certain experiences were 
obtained the tax might be altered, but it 
could not be altered without legislation 
if it were a permanent tax. If the 
Amendment were accepted it could be 
altered without legislation. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH : Legislation 
would be necessary in either ease. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he failed! 


to understand how legislation would 


and | be necessary for a tax which was not 


permanent. All the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer: would have to do would be 
to drop it out of the Finance Bill. He 
hoped the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
It was 
laid down as a sound doctrine that the 


unconstitutional, and he thought the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was very 


ill-advised in resisting the Amendment, 


why the. 
Exchequer desired | 


as there was a great principle at stake. 
The explanation of the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer was no by means clear to 


the Committee, however clear it might 
have been to himself. He would appeal 
to the right hon. Gentleman to tear 


‘himself away from the meshes of the 


that if the tax were found to be intolerable | 


there would be a general desire to repeal 


it. and if it were found to be tolerable | 
there would be no objection to putting’ 


in a clause in the next Finance Bill 
reimposing it. He thought the Amend- 
ment a very reasonable one. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: If the tax 
is found to be intolerable or if it is found 
not to be satisfactory the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer of the day can propose 
an alteration, 
see why this tax cannot now be made 


and I therefore cannot | 
once 


Protectionist party behind him. If the 
right hon. Gentleman listened to the 
speeches and cheers and interruptions 
of his friends behind him he would surely 
be led into a course of legislation which 
he himself had again and again de- 
nounced and repudiated, and which 
would work great injury to the workers 
of the country. He hoped that even 
yet the right hon. Gentleman might 
accept the principle of the Amendment. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am obliged 


more 


to appeal to the Com- 
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mittee to take a division. 
Member has charged me with Pro- 
tectionist principles, but I can assure 
him they have nothing whatever to do 
with the Amendment before the Com- 
I am absolutely following prece- 


mittee. 
-dent. I find that in 1864 
best of my recollection, 
who was certainly not a 


was Chancellor of the Exchequer, the | 
sugar duties were revised, and an Amend- 
ment was moved that words should be 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Bell, Richard | 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
-Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Kobert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, i. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dewar,JohnA.,(Inverness-sh. ) 
Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P, C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, 8. 'T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E, 


Sir M Hicks Beach, 
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a gentleman 
Protectionist, 
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Noes, 


AYES. 
Gladstone, Kt. Hn.Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J.. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 


| Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, ©. E.H.(Bristol,E. ) 
Holland, Wm. Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese,SirJ osephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Pletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, §,) 


NOES. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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not made annual. [ 


am 


absolutely following precedent in this 
matter, and I would ask the Committee 
to take a division. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 155; 


(Division List No. 260.) 


' O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,George Wm. (Reading) 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pewer, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Reddy, M. 
fedmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
tigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
| Spence, RtHnC. R. (Northants) 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 
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Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
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Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason, Eugen? (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whiteley ,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, F. W. Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Huddersf,d 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall. James Henry 
TELtERS FOR THE AYES—- 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Kearley. 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert! 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
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The hon. inserted limiting the duties to one year 
only. That Amendment was rejected 
and the duties were made permanent. 
In 1870 the duties were again revised, 
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Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r  Greene,SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
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Balfour, Maj.K.R.(Christchch | Hall, Edward Marshall 
Banbury, Frederick George | Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd’x 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | Hamilton,Marq.of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H(Bristol) | Hanbury,Rt.Hon. RobertWm. 
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Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Grittith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick; Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 


€arson, Rt. Hon.SirEdwardH. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, IT’. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCocktield 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Harris, Fredk. Leverton 

| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

| Haslett, Sir James Horner 

| Hay, Hon. Claude George 

| Helder, Augustus 

| Henderson, Alexander 

| Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 

| Hickman, Sir Alfred 

| Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 

| Hope,J. F. (SheftieldBrightside 
Houldsworth, Sir William H. 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 

| Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
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Pilkington,Lieut.-ColRichard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Randles, John §S, 

Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson: 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 
| Renwick, George 


Ridley, Hn.M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


| Saundersou,Rt.Hn.Col. EdwJ. 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


_ Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
| Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
| Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
| Kenyon-Slaney ,Col. W(Salop) 
| Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpoul) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln), 
Sharpe, William Edw. T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.)/ 
Smith, HC(Northmb,Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


| Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 


Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S | 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ( Portsmouth 
| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Doxtord, Sir WilliamTheodore | Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Durning-Lawrence, SirEdwin | M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart | M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. ) 
Elliot, Hon. A. RalphDouglas | M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
‘ : a Malcolm, Ian 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F 
Finch, George H. | Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Finlay,Sir Robert Bannatyne | Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas | Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobertP enrose- 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrell, George Herbert 





Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hn A.C. H.(Cityo’Lond. | 
Godson,SirAugustusF rederick | 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gore, HnGR.C.Ormshy-(Salop | 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) | 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 


| 
Morris, Hon. MartinHenryF. | 
| 





Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon | Myers, William Henry | 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | Nicholson, William Graham | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | 
Graham, Henry Robert Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Parkes, Ebenezer | 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


‘Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm.Edw- Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufneli, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viseount 
Vincent,Col.SirCE H(Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb,Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(Yorks,E.R 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.K.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley ,Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander(Berks, E. } 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Sir William Walrond and’. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
begged to move the Amendment stand- 
ing in his name to exempt Ireland from 
the sugar duties. He did not know 


how the bulk of the English Members | 


regarded the sugar tax, but as far as 
Ireland was concerned there was abso- 
lutely no doubt whatever as to the injus- 
tice of the tax and as to the heavy way 
in which it would fall on the very poorest 
of the population, and he would say that 
he was greatly surprised that a more 
vigorous protest had not been made 
against the tax by the great majority 
ot the Liberal party. 
they seemed to be going from bad to 
worse. It was a disgrace to raise money 
to be squandered upon war by imposing 
taxation upon the ordinary articles of 
food, and this was a proposal which 
ought to be resisted by the Liberal party. 
They had taxed tea, and now they were 
taxing sugar. With regard to the tax 
on sugar—— 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: [he hon. Member 
is mistaken in thinking that the whole 
question of the sugar duty is open for 
discussion. The only question before 
the Committee is whether there should 
be a differentiation between Great Britain 
and Ireland in regard to this duty, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND, who 
was frequently interrupted from the 
Ministerial side, said that if hon. Members 
opposite would allow him to take his own 
course in this matter it would be found 
in the long run to be the shortest. If 
the people of this country would tolerate 
the breakfast table articles of food being 
taxed, then they deserved to be taxed. 
Irish Members, however, would always 
protest against this tax being extended 
to their country. It was a tax which 
would fall upon the very poorest of the 
people, and one which would be felt at 
once by every woman who went at the 
end of the week to buy supplies for her 
family. The vast mass of the Irish 
people were strongly opposed to the causes 
which had necessitated the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s present proposals, 
and they had a right to ask that they 
should be exempted from this tax. There 


was a strong feeling amongst the masses 
of the people in Ireland that articles 
should be selected for taxation which 
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would not place a burden upon the very 
poorest of the population. He should 
have preferred some form of direct 
taxation which would have made people 
enjoying large incomes pay in proportion 
for the expenses of the war. [Ministerial 
interruptions.] Hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site by their demeanour seemed to think 
that the object of Irish Members was 
simply to obstruct the passage of the 
Finance Bill—{ Ministerial,cries of ‘‘ Hear 
hear.” ]—and they gave them credit 
for doing nothing but obstruct the busi- 
ness of the House. [Renewed cries of 
“Hear, hear!” from the Ministerial 
side.] That confirmed his statement 
that they were simply credited by hon, 
Members opposite with a desire to 
obstruct. That was not a reasonable 
or a chivalrous view to take of the position 
of men who were voicing the opinions 
of their constituents just as much as 
hon. Members who supported the Govern- 
ment. It was one of thecruellest things 
| in connection with the position of Ireland 
| that, when Irish Members simply rose to 
| voice the views of those they represented, 
|they got no better reception than an 
| intimation from hon. Gentlemen opposite 
| that they were wantonly obstructing the 
| business of the House and that their 
| objections were not valid or real. If 
jhon. Gentlemen opposite would visit 
| Irish constituencies they would find 
|that the objections to which Irishmen 
| gave utterance in the House of Commons 
| were felt throughout the length and 
|breadth of Ireland. In protesting 
}against this fresh taxation they were 
| truly representing the views of their 
constituents. They had nothing to do 
with bringing about the war, and Ireland 
}ought not to be charged with it. This 
‘tax would fall upon the poorest of the 
people ; and whether the English Men- 
bers protested or not, the Irish party 
| would oppose it strenuously. If the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer did not 
accept his Amendment he would, if he 
had the power, organise a strike in 
Ireland against this tax, but he had not 
that power. The taxation of Ireland 
had increased by £2,000,000, while at 
the same time the population had gone 
| down by a quarter of a million, and that 
| was an intolerable state of affairs. If 
| the Chancellor of the Exchequer did not 
give some attention to the voice of 
| 
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Ireland upon this matter that voice 
would be raised a great deal more strongly 
by other Irish Members. He hoped 
his Amendment would receive at least 
some support from a considerable section 
of the Liberal party. If this kind of 
taxation could not be avoided in England 
he appealed to those hon. Members who 
held by the old doctrines of Liberalism 
to support the Irish Members and him- 
self when they endeavoured to protect 
this country from fresh taxation imposed 
by the Tory party. 





Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 3, to leave out the words 
‘or Ireland.’”—(Mr. William Redmond.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
‘or Ireland ’ stand part of the clause.” 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I can assure 
the hon. Member that I am far from 
attributing to hon. Members from Ireland 
who are opposed to the taxation of 
Ireland a mere desire to obstruct. I am 
quite aware that they voice not only 
their own opinions, but those of their 
constituents, although I sometimes wish 
that they would do so with a less flow 
of eloguence—an eloquence to which I 
myself, unfortunately, am entirely unable 
to aspire. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: We 


were born that way ; we cannot help it. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: As to the 
terrible threat of the hon. Member that 
he would organise a strike in Ireland 
against the consumption of sugar, I 
believe that is beyond even his powers. 
The hon. Member could not succeed 
in persuading the Irish woman or 
child to deprive themselves of the luxury 
of sugar in their tea any more than he 
could persuade the Irishman to deprive 
himself of the luxury of sugar in his 
whisky. The hon. Member has sug- 
gested to hon. Members from England 
and Seotland who are opposed to this tax 
that they should support his Amend- 
ment in the lobby. I can quite under- 
stand that there are hon. Members 
representing constituencies in Great 
Britain who are opposed to the sugar 
duty, and who would vote against it in 
connection with the whole clause ; but I 
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cannot quite understand anyone who 
opposes the sugar duty in Great Britain 
voting that it should not be applicable to 
Ireland, but that it should be applicable 
to Great Britain. The hon. Member 
in this and other proposals which he 
has from time to time made in this House 
always seemed to forget that it was 
practically impossible to make any 
distinctions between Ireland and Great 
Britain in the application of the Customs 
duty without establishing a Customs 
tariff as between the two countries. 
I venture to say that if we were 
to attempt, for the sake of this sugar 
duty, to make such a change in the 
fiscal relations of Ireland and Great 
Britain we should be doing something 
which would cause infinitely greater 
suffering to the Irish people than any- 
thing that could be caused by the sugar 
duty. The hon. Member complained 
that the sugar duty of 4s. 2d. in the 
ewt. would impose a great burden on 
the people of Ireland. In the year 1893 
the price of sugar was as high without 
duty as it would be now with duty. 
Was the position of the Irish labourer, 
his wife, or child, with regard to the 
consumption of sugar, so very dreadful 
in 1893 as the hon. Member seemed to 
anticipate it would be in the present 
circumstances ? 


Mn. WILLIAM REDMOND said it 
was only fair to bear in mind that since 
1893 taxation had gone up in Ireland by 
over two millions a year. 


*Srr M. HICKS BEACH: I might 
meet that by saying that the taxation 
of Great Britain has gone up considerably 
more, but I do not want to enter upon 
that question, which, as I have already 
said, can hardly be debated on an Amenc- 
ment of this kind. It is quite natural 
that hon. Members representing Irish 
constituencies should be opposed to the 
imposition of this duty in Ireland, and 
that they should believe that they ought 
not to bear increased taxation for any 
purpose, and perhaps more particularly 
for a war, or preparation for war, of 
which they may not approve. I venture 
to say, however, that they ought not to 
exaggerate the effects of the burden of 
this tax upon their constituents. I am 
afraid it is quite impossible for me to 
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accept the suggestion of the hon. Member, 
and [ hope he will pardon me if I do not 
enter at any greater length upon this 


subject, for I feel that I should only be | 


wasting the time of the Committee and 
repeating arguments which I 
already put before the House. 


Coronet NOLAN said that the rate | 
Isle of Man, where he contended such 
|a system was in force, and he had never 


of wages was lower in Ireland than in 
England, and that the duty would 


therefore press more heavily on the popu- | 


lation in the former country. The war 
had brought a good deal of increased 
employment in England, but Ireland 
merely contributed to its cost. A very 
large proportion of the war expenditure 
was spent in England, and trade in this 
country benefited by it, whereas !reland 
scarcely got any benefit at all from this 
expenditure. That was one reason why 
the working classes in this country 
did not object to increased taxation. 
Taxes on food were always a great burden, 
and they were not only a form of taxa- 
tion which was most objectionable, but 
they weighed very heavily upon the poor 
people of Ireland. He hoped if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could not 
see his way to remitting the tax on sugar 
he would make it up to the poor people 
of [reland in some other way. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said 
that, so far as he was able to gather, 
the only argument the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer put forward against 
exempting Ireland from this tax was 
that the people did not suffer anything 
by its imposition, because four or five 
years ago the prices of tea and sugar 
were higher than at present. That was 
a very ingenious argument, but it was 
unsound. <A logical case had been 
mide out against the imposition of this 
tax in Ireland. The I ish people had 
had neither part nor lot in the war, and 
therefore should not be called upon to 
pay for it. Moreover, they were not in 
a position to bear additional taxation, 
as would be seen from the fact that in 
Ireland h re were now, in proportion 


to the population, more aged people over | 
age and more young | 
people und: fifteen y ars of age than | 


sixty yeirs oO 


in any country in Europe. The fact 
that the tax was to be permanent made 
it even more objectionable. Of late 
years the manufacture o 


Sur M. Hicks Beach. 
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have | 


| greater than it 


condensed | 





jmilk had been increasing in Ireland, 
/but the tax on sugar would deal the 
industry a very heavy blow. 


Mr. POWER did not agree with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that a 
separate system of Customs for Ireland 
could not be devised without great diffi- 
culty. He instanced the case of the 


heard that it caused any difficulty or 
upset the arrangements of the United 
Kingdom. As to the statement that 
the people would be no worse off as 
regarded this tax than they were in 
1893, he asserted, having some know- 
ledge of the question, that the Irish 
people, whether landlords, labourers, or 
artisans, were less able to bear taxation 
now than even as recently as 1893, 
That statement could be proved by 
statistics, and it was well known that 
while the taxation had increased the 
population had decreased. The Nation- 
alist members spoke for the poorest of 
the people; they were proud of their 
position, and they would be false to 
their trust if they did not by every 
means in their power endeavour to safe- 
guard the interests of the people whose 
cause had been confided to their hands. 


*Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.) supported 
the Amendment for three reasons— first, 
that Ireland was on the verge of ruinand 
unable to bear this additional taxation ; 
secondly, that the cause of the imposition 
of this tax was one which Ireland had 
opposed with no uncertain voice ; and 
thirdly, that it was a tax on the food 
of the working man. The manner 
in which the tax had been introduced 
was of a piece with the whole system 
of Tory finance, especially in relation 
to Ireland. Under the Local Govern- 
ment Act taxation was imposed upon 
the working man which he had never 
had to bear before, and now taxation 
was imposed indirectly which if imposed 


| directly would be seen by him to be much 
| heavier than in its 


present form it 
appeared to be. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer used the absurd argument 
that because, with the addition of the 
duty, the price of sugar would not be 
was in 1893. The 
advance in the price of sugar in 1893 
was due to the fact that the Bounties 
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Commission was about to sit, 


merchants 
system 


dealers and 
that the bounty 
tinent would be 


present time. The argument ot the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on that huge gain, 
point, therefore, fell to the ground. new duty was 
It was true that there had been no 


outcry against the 


importers and merchants ; 


abolished ; 
fore 1893 sugar was cheaper than at the 


tax from the 
the reasol Ol 


{18 JUNE 
double 


1901} 


and the 


sugar 


penny a 
duty of 


riotic silence of one interest affected. 
public had not participated at all in this 


the consumer had been advanced 
pound. It 
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the 


what they were for cor- 

were afraid responding period of last year. This 
on the Con-| quantity at ,2d. per ewt. would 
but be- produce £1,085,000. Hence the pat- 


The 


because iminediately the 


announced the price to 

a half- 
bounden 
to the 


was the 
Members to resist 


that was that these gentlemen had fore- utmost this unjust and intolerable tax. 


stalled the 
eellor of the Exchequer. 
of refined sugar alone 
January to the 17th 

were 9,209,220 cwts. 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Ho, A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexancer 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nichol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
a Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 
Penn, John 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, Jolin S. 

Raszh, Major lrederick Carne 
Reid, James ((ireenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
fenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
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Ambrose, Robert 
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Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
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Sharpe, William Edward T 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair,CaptJobn(Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford ,East) 
Smith, HC(North’inb. Tynesi’e 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. PF. D.(Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

John “— 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lane x.) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell,sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 


spear, 


Strntt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Thomas, FP. Freeman-( Hastings 


NOES. 


| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hiudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF 
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and ask again upon 


Comunittce 
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Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
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Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N .) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
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Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

ee M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

R Me rts, Jolin Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


Roe, Sir Thomas 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR( Northants 
Stevenson, I’rancis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tomkinson, James 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whitley, J (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 
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813 Petitions, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 19th June, 1901. 


BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE 


AND 
DOCK 


HARBOUR 
WORKS, 


MERSEY DOCKS 
BOARD (CANADA 
ETC.) BILL [Lords]. 


King’s consent signified; Bill read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 

SILLOTH, AND 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 
GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL [Lords}. 


YEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND GATES- 
HEAD GAS BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 


DISTRICT 


: the third time. 


MTRATE RAILWAYS BILL 


[Lords]. 
Not amended ; considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


COMPANY 


SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [Lords]. 


(WATER) BILL [Lords]. 
SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. 


WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT 

TRANSFER, ETC.) BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


(GAS 


INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


ZLOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
ELECTRIC’ LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 


WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 
VOL. XCV. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time to-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISION AL 
ORDERS No. 12) BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time to-morrow. 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 
Two petitions from Northwich, in 

favour of re-enactment ; to lie upon the 


Ta ble. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
Petition from Deer, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Deer, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Petition from Caithness, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Woodbridge, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from  Pokes- 
down ; Deer; Chelsea ; Hertford (four) ; 
Bengeo ; Kenilworth ; Colchester ; 
Kentish Town; Stockport ; Worksop ; 
Halifax ; Nantyglo; Pontardulas ; Tot- 
tenham ; Cheltenham ; Seghill; Liver- 
pool; Highbury New Park (two); and 
Sleaford ; to lie upont he Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Leuchars, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


2H 
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SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION | for what he hasdone. I do not conceal the 


BILL. 
Petition from Buxton, against ; to lie 
upon the Table: 


REPORTS, 
UNION OF BENEFICES ACT (ST. MARY- 
AT-HILL WITH SAINT ANDREW 
_ HUBBARD, AND ST. GEORGE, 
BOTOLPH LANE, WITH ST. BOTOLPH, 
BILLINGSGATE). 
Return [presented 
printed. [No. 215.] 


RETURNS, ETC. 


6th June] to be 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Return [presented 18th June] to be 
printed. [No. 216.] 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Twenty-eighth 
Annual Report by the Accountant for 
Scotland to the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [Lords]. 
Copy ordered, “ of Memorandum re- 
lating to the Public Libraries Bill.” — 
(Lord Balcarres.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [Bill 
203. | 

BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL 

{Lords}. 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, 27th June, 
and to be printed. [Bill 220.] 


CHILDREN 
(SCOTLAND) 
* EDUCATION 


K DUCATION (YOUNG 
SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) 
BILL (CHANGED TO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL”). 

(Tump Reaprne]. 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): Even at 
the risk of detaining the House for a few 
minutes, | wish to intervene in order to 
show that the promoters of this Bill are 
not wanting in gratitude for the great 
assistance which the Government have 
given to the measure. Their thanks are 
sincerely tendered to the Lord Advocate 














fact that we rather rejoice that the Bill 
now before the House is a very different 
one to that which was brought up for 
| Second Reading; it is a much more 
| beneficent measure; it is more wide 
_ reaching, and it will do much more good 
| to the country than the original Bill 
| could have done. It would have been 
}almost presumptuous for any private 
| Member to have thought he had a chance 
of passing such a Bill without the aid of 
the Government. When it first came 
before the House it was merely a Bill to 
prohibit casual employment in Scotland 
_ under the age of eleven years, and factory 
'employment under the age of twelve. 
| The Bill as it now stands assimilates both 
classes of employment and prohibits any 
jemployment of children in Scotland 
|under the age of twelve. Then as re- 
gards the methods of exemption; the 
original Bill proposed an educational! 
| standard, whereas | am happy to say 
| the Bill now proposes to give the power 
_of exemption to the school boards of 
Scotland—to, in other words, the people 
|of Scotland, under certain conditions. 
These are very far and wide reaching 
changes, and [ think the House will 
agree that they are changes for the 
| better. It was with the knowledge of 
the great changes that have come over 
the Bill that the promoters took special 
/ecare in no way to hurry the passage of 
'the Bill through the House. The inter- 
'vals which have elapsed between the 
| different stages have been long ones, and 
'in fact the principles embodied in the Bill 
'have been before the country since last 
session. The Second Reading of this Bill 
took place on the Ist May, and since the 
| 10th of that month the Bill has been in 
| print in its present form before the 
‘country. It is a striking fact that in 
‘spite of the change that has come over 
the Bill there is practical unanimity in 
|favour of it not only in this House, but 
throughout Scotland. After all, the Bill 
|is merely the fulfilment in the United 
Kingdom of the pledges entered into 
| by Great Britain at the Berlin Conference 
|of 1890, and it is a matter for reflec- 
‘tion, upon which I will not dwell now, 
'whether it is politic to have allowed 
/nearly twelve years to pass before the 
pledge was given effect to. But the 
difficulties of legislation are such that 
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sooner. Neither one political party nor 


the other can claim immunity from, 


blame for this delay, and I would there- 
fore urge on Scottish opinion to make up 
for the years that have been lost in the 
struggle of educational competition in 
which every nation during the past 
twelve years has made such great strides. 
We have a good deal to make up and I 
trust that Scottish public opinion will 
not fall behind in the battle. I have 
said that the thanks of the promoters 
are due to the Government. Perhaps 
they deserve some slight apology from 
me for having exposed them to the gentle 
badinage of the Lord Advocate on ac- 
count of some ambiguous representation 
I made. The promoters have also to 
tender their thanks to two hon. Mem- | 
bers of the House who have been speci- 
aly instrumental in furthering the 
passage of the Bill through the House 
and in framing it as it now stands. I 
allude to the hon. Baronet the Member 
for the College Division of ‘Slasger 224 
tothe hon. Member for North Ayrshire, 
whose interest in educational matters | 
the promoters gratefully recognise. I! 
trust that the House to-day will, without 
undue delay—although perhaps there 
may be occasion found for delay not 
directly connected with the Bill itself— | 
despatch this measure on its last journey 
to another place. I would fain hope, too, 
that one result of this Bill will be to induce 
England to follow the example set in it, so 
that instead of our occupying a second | 
place, as we have done during the last 
two or three years, in educational matters, 
the United Kingdom will be in the fore- 
front. I would further hope that we 
in Scotland may thoroughly realise the 
increased responsibilities, which this | 
measure throws upon us. These in- 
creased opportunities, coupled with the 
unprecedented gift of Mr. Carnegie,* | 
which has electrified the world, will make 
this year stand out as a remarkable one 
in the history of education in the United 


* Mr. Andrew Carnegie, a Scottish-American 
Manufacturer, devoted the sum of ten million | 
dollars to “improving and extending the 
opportunities for scientific study and research 
in the universities of Scotland, his native | 
country, and for rendering attendance at the | 
universities more available to the deserving | 
youth of that country.” Particulars are given 
in The Times of 8th June, 1901, page 16. 
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perhaps it has been impossible to act | 
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Kingdom, and it behoves the people of 
Scotland to take full advantage of them, 
and to show that the good a nation can 
exercise is not influenced merely by 
numbers or by wealth, but consists more 
than ever in maintaining a friendly, 
brotherly rivalry with other nations, and 
in doing all that in them lies to improve 
the moral welfare of mankind. I| beg 
to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” —(Mr. Pirie.) 

Mr. GALLOWAY 


(Manchester. 


S.W.): In bringing forward-the Amend- 


ment I am about to move I desire to say 
that I am not animated by any spirit of 
deeply-rooted objection to the principle 
of the Bill as it originally passed its 
Second Reading in this House. I am 
sure that none of us on this side of the 
House desire to do anything to impede 
the progress of education in any part of 
the United Kingdom, and still less 
would we do anything which would 
prevent the speedy carrying out of the 
great benefits which the hon. Member 
suggests as likely to accrue from the 
passing of this measure. But, if I needed 
any justification for the motion I am 
about to make, I should find it in the 
remarks of the hon. Member himself, 
when he candidly admitted that this was 
not the Bill which was read a second 
time and when he added that the thanks 
of the promoters and himself were due 
to the Government for having taken the 
matter in hand. He said the Lord 
Advocate was responsible for the altera- 
tions which had been made, and, in 
short, he put the proposition before the 
House that the measure we are now 
asked to read a third time under the 
auspices of the Lord Advocate is alto- 
gether different from the private Mem- 
ber’s Bill which we read a second time. 
Now, that is a somewhat extraordinary 
position, on which I shall have some re- 
marks to make. I wish, however, first 
to refer to another observation which 
fell from the hon. Member. He said 
that this Bill had been before the public 
in its present form for quite a long time. 
I at first thought that there must have 
been two Bills, but when he informed us 


that this long period of time dated from 


2H 2 
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the extraordinary date—the 10th May | the sixth standard, provided that no child 
this year—or six weeks ago—— ' might be employed in any casual employ- 
ment under the age of eleven instead of 

Mr. PIRIE: I said that the proposi- | ten as at present, and that no child might 
tions embodied in the Bill were before us be employed in any factory or workshop 
under the age of twelve, instead of as at 
present. It was proposed to carry that out 
Mr. GALLOWAY : The hon. Member | by certain alterations in the existing law, 
said that this Bill was printed on 10th , Now I hope it is quite clear to the House 
May. I would ask the House to re- that the original intention of the framers 
member another point in connection of the Bill was that, according to the 
with this Bill. It was referred to the standard named in that Bill, partial 
Grand Committee on Law, and as far exemption should be granted from school 
as I have been able to gather from the attendance. There were no other means 
debates which took place when Mr. suggested. I think it would have been in 
Gladstone proposed to set up Grand order, on the motion for the Second 
Committees, his idea was that more or | Reading, had one so desired. to move an 
less non-contentious measures should Amendment, the effect of which would 
be referred to such Committees, with a have been that the House refused to 
view to the consideration of legal points sanction a Bill which granted partial 
and to the making of any alterations exemption from school attendance ae- 
of a technical character which might be cording to standard, and which did not 
necessary in order to carry out the law, give the right of partial exemption to the 
and that, thereby, some relief should be school board. That would have been a 
afforded to the congestion of business in question of principle and differentiation 
the House itself. 1 venture to think between the school board and the stan- 
it was never contemplated by Mr. Glad- | dard. I venture to draw the conclusion 
stone or by the House that a Bill should | from that, that the main feature carrying 
be sent to a Grand Committee containing | out the principle of the Bill has been 
one set of principles, and returned to entirely and extensively altered by the 
this House embodying another and en- Grand Committee, and that the Bill, 
tirely different set of principles. I) as it has been returned to us, instead of 
propose to describe the various stages consisting only of half a page of printed 
through which this Bill has passed, and | matter, contains two and a half pages 
then to move, * That this House refuses and provides for a number of repeals of 
to accept a Bill which effects extensive | the present law, while it transfers or 
and ill-considered alterations in the law, | rather gives authority for partial exemp- 
not contained in the Bill as presented | tion from the schools to the school 
for Second Reading.” I hope, as I said) board. It does away in this respect 
in my opening remarks, that these words with the control of the Government 
will not be taken as indicative, in any inspectors. I should like first to point 
sense, of a wish to retard the course of out the inconvenience of this kind of legis- 
education in Scotland, but as conveying lation. It may be necessary from time 
to time to repeal sections of Acts of Par- 


last session. 


an expression of opinion from this House 
that this is not the way in which it was liament in order to properly carry out 
intended or desired by the House that | the law, but surely there can be no pos 
legislative changes should be carried | sible reason why, in a small Bill of this 
into effect. kind, we should start repealing well- 

The Bill, as it was presented for! considered Acts of Parliament passed a 
Second Reading, was a very short one. | number of years ago—Acts of Parliament 
It was contained in about half a page, | against which it has never been alleged 
and on the back of it there was a memo- that anything has cropped up in the 
randum explaining its object. That, working of them to render desirable 
memorandum stated that the proposal their repeal. There is no suggestion 
of the Bill was to raise the standard of that these Acts have not been effectual 
partial exemption from school attend-| for the purposes for which they were 
ance from the third to the fourth, and | intended. Now what is it that it 3 
the total exemption from the fifth tc , proposed to repeal 1—35 and 36 Viet., 


Mr. Galloway. 











821 





cha) 
187 
the 
me | 
69 « 
pare 
tion 
five 
able 
the | 
the j 
as to 
furt] 
shall 
the 
ceipt 
than 
parel 
we tl 
Gran 
first | 
duty 
eleme 
and : 
the a; 
Sect ic 
of un 
to pa 
new 
in fac 
no do 
friend 
excell 
done. 
had 1 
House 
I wou 
why | 
the Ac 
class 0 
able te 
of the 
abolish 
Gover 
conditi 
right | 
say the 
right ¢ 
to the 
not uns 
necessa 
should 
power 
spector 
there s 
should 
inspecti 
whom 





820 
child 


iploy- 
ad of 
night 
shop 
as at 
it out 
r law. 
louse 
mers 
» the 
artial 
chool 
leans 
enin 
cond 
‘ean 
ould 
d to 
rtial 
» ate 
| not 
) the 
ena 
ition 
stan- 
sion 
ving 
been 
the 
Bill, 
d of 
nted 
ages 
ls of 
5 or 
Hilp- 
hool 
pect 
nent 
joint 
egis- 
rime 
Par- 
out 
por- 
this 
vell- 
da 
rent 
ged 
the 
able 
tion 
tual 
vere 


ict., 

















821 Education (Children {19 JuNE 1901} Attendance) (Scotland) Bill. 822 


chap. 62, Education (Scotland) Act, |far as I can see, therefore, there is no 
1872, Sees. 69 and 73. I would ask | reason why this power should be cur- 
the House to mark this, for it seems to | tailed, evenif at the same time it is given 
me to be a very serious matter. Section | to the school boards of Scotland. 

69 of the Act of 1872 provides that a| Now I come to the proposal to repeal 
parent must provide elementary educa- | 41 and 42 Vict., chap. 78. The right hon. 
tion for his children between the ages of | | Gentleman proposes to repeal Sections 5 
five and thirteen, and that if he be un- | and 6. By Section 5 the age limit is 
able to pay for it, he must apply to| fixed at ten years, and it is provided that 
the parochial board of the parish to pay | between the ages of ten and fourteen 
the fees, which they must do if satisfied | no child shall be employed who has not 
as to the parent’s inability. But it goes | obtained a certificate under Section 73 
further, and provides that no payment | of the Act of 1872 that he is attending 
shall be made or refused on a of | school under the provisions of any Act 
the child attending any school in re-| relating to the education of children 
ceipt of the parliamentary grant otha /employed in labour or under a minute 
than such as may be se lected by the | of the Scottish Education Department. 
parent. That is Section 69. But when | Section 6 deals with casual employment 
we turn to the Bill as amended by the | and the age limit, and there is the same 
Grand Committee, what do we find? The | provision as to obtaining a certificate as 
first clause of the Bill says it shall be the | under Section 73 of the Act of 1872. 
duty of every parent to provide efficient | Now all these powers are to be placed in 
elementary education in reading, writing, | the hands of the school boards. There 
and arithmetic for his children between | is to be no question of a standard raised, 
the ages of five and fourteen years. Thus | and I do not myself understand why 
Section 69 is repealed, and the children | this difference has been made. Why 
of unfortunate parents who are unable | should the standard be abolished!) Why 
pay are brought under an entirely should not the school board have been 
new state of affairs. This proposal, given power to fix a standard? There 
in fact, entirely alters the law. I have | are four other sections of the Act of 
no doubt that my right hon. and learned | 1883 which it is proposed to repeal. 
friend may be able to show some very | When Section 4 was passed it amended 
excellent reasons why this has been; Section 69 of the Act of 1872, and it 
done. but, so far at any rate, we have | limited the parent’s obligation to cases 
had no explanation, and I think the | where no certificate had been obtained 
House is entitled to ask for one. Further, | under the 73rd section. It raised, too, 
| would like to ask the Lord Advocate | the age limit to fourteen, and that it is 
why he has not repealed Section 22 of | now proposed to repeal. Again I would 
the Act of 1878, which provides for the | ask the Lord Advocate why in a Bill of 
class of children whose parents are un-| this kind, dealing as it did with exemp- 
able to pay the school fees. The effect | tion by standard, he repeals sections of 
of the repeal of Section 73 will be to| the Act of 1883 against the working of 
abolish the necessity for obtaining the | which, so far as I know, no complaint has 
Government inspector's certificate as a| been made. Section 6, which it is also 
condition of exemption. I suppose the | proposed to repeal, is the section which, 
right hon. and learned Gentleman will! under the present Bill as originally 
say that the reason for that is that the| drawn, the hon. Member proposed to 
right of exemption is to be transferred | amend. It amended Section 5 of the 
to the school boards of Scotland. I do| Act of 1878 by introducing as an addi- 
not understand why, although it may be| tional case in which partial exemp- 
necessary thus to transfer that power, it | tion from school might be granted the 
should also be necessary to take the|case where a child had passed the 
power away from the Government in-| third standard, and was attending a 
spector. It may be undesirable that | public elementary school in accordance 
there should be two authorities, but I} with the provisions of Section 21 of the 
should have thought the Government | Factory and Workshops Act, 1878. 
Inspector was, at all events, a man in| Again I will ask the right hon. and 
whom confidence can be placed. So/| learned Gentleman why it is proposed to 
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repeal this section, and why it could not | 


have been left in existence, even 


although power was at the same time to 


be given collaterally to school boards. 
The other two sections are not, I think, 
very material. 
out to the House is that whether the 
Lord Advocate can or cannot justify 
these repeals—and I have no doubt he 


What I want to point | 
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in other cases between twelve and fourteen 
years of age, unless he shall have obtained 
a certificate of exemption from the school 
board of the district, and also that no 
child under twelve, or between twelve 
and fourteen, who has not been so 
exempted, shall be employed in any 


‘casual employment as defined by Section 


can—there are two points to be re-! 


membered in connection with 
The first is that the repeals were not 
proposed in the Bill as originally drawn. 
It is problematical if the Bill would even 
have passed had it been originally pre- 
sented in the form in which it now 
stands. 
opinion on that subject, but this I am 
entitled to say, that the Bill was not read 


a second time with these repeals in it ;| 


and if we are going to allow Bills to come 


down from the Grand Committee making | 


material alterations in the law, and if in 
this connection I use the words “ ill- 
considered,” I do so in the sense that 
they have not been fully considered, and 
that the House has had no opportunity 
afforded it of considering them on the 
motion forthe Second Reading—I do not 
wish for one moment to suggest that the 
right hon. Gentleman himself has not 
fully considered them—I can only say I 
think it is very unfortunate that a new 
precedent should thus be established in 
respect of private Members’ Bills. I 
have thought it desirable that the House 
should have clearly and fully before it 
the proposals now contained in this Bill 
as to which no explanation was given 
by the hon. Member in moving the Third 
Reading. 

The new proposals are that a parent 
shall be compelled to provide educa- 
tion for his child between the ages 
of five and fourteen years. That, at all 
events, is anew principle. There were in 
previous Acts certain conditions under 
which a parent might be relieved. Those 
conditions are now to be repealed, and 


what the right hon. Gentleman proposes | 


to do in the cases of parents who are not 
pecuniarily able to provide education for 
their children I do not know. At all 
events, we are entitled to ask for an ex- | 
planation. Then I have another question. 
Section 3 of the new Bill provides that 


them. | 


, ‘ment inspector ; 
I will not venture to give an| 


/amend that Act. 


6 of the Act of 1878. That is to say, 
instead of amending, as was originally 
proposed, Section 6 of the Act of 1883, 
the Bill introduces a procedure which 
was not contained in it when brought on 
for Second Reading. It proposes to do 
away with the certificate of the Govern- 
it does away with 
the section of the Factory and Workshops 
Act, 1878, which formerly applied. and 
with regard to the third standard it does 
away with all limit of the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department fixing the number of 
attendances to be made. Section 3 lays 
down the lines on which the school 
board is to grant exemptions, and the 
control which it is to be subject to. 1 do 
not say that this is not quite right and 
proper to be put in the Bill, but at all 
events this much we are entitled to ask 
from the Lord Advocate, namely, a full 
explanation of the new provisions intro- 
duced in the Grand Committee. | ant 


‘also to ask the right hon. and learned 


Gentleman, with regard to the operation 
of Section 18 of the Factory and Work- 
shops Act, which prohibits the employ- 
ment of children under twelve, whereas 
under the Act of 1891 the age limit is 
eleven, why he has not proposed to 
Is the letter of the 
statute to over-ride the form? That is 
a legal question I cannot answer. ‘The 
hon. Member for North Aberdeen ad- 
mitted in his speech that the Lord Advo- 
cate had taken this Bill under his wing. 
That is the real reason for my Amend- 
ment. We are asked to-day to affirm 
the principle that a private Member's 
Bill may be referred to a Standing Com- 
mittee, which may absolutely revolu- 
tionise and alter its contents. This seems 
to me to be a very important matter. 
Only on the 11th of this month the 
Leader of the House told us—when 
making his motion giving the Govern- 
ment all the time of the House—how far- 
reaching would be the effect of such pro- 


no person shall take into employment | ceedings as these which we are now asked 


a child under twelve years of age, or|to sanction. 
| 


Mr. Galloway. 


He first pointed out how 
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short often was the discussion on Private ' 


Bills on Wednesday afternoons, even 
when such Bills might have for their 
object the carrying out of far-reaching 
constitutional revolutions. He referred 
to the fact that several Bills of wide 
importance had been discussed and 
divided upon after a debate lasting only 
from 12.15 to 5.30, and he pointed out 
that Government measures of compara- 
tively minor importance sometimes occu- 
pied two or three days of Parliamentary 
time. He showed conclusively in that 
speech what would be the result of 
adopting proceedings such as were pro- 
posed in regard to the Sale of Intoxicat- 
ing Liquors to Children Bill and the Pure 
Beer Bill. In taking the action I have, 
[ have no desire to delay the course of 
education in Scotland or in Great Britain, 
but I do wish the House to have an 
opportunity of expressing once and for 
all its disapproval of such proceedings as 
have taken place in regard to this Bill, 
and of affirming that a private Member 
shall be responsible for his own Bill, and 
that the Government shall not take it 
under its wing, either in Grand Com- 
mittee or when it is down for Third 
Reading. I beg to move the Amend- 
ment standing in my name. 


Lieut.-CoLtoneL PILKINGTON (Lan- 
cashire, Newton) seconded the motion. 
‘When the Bill was last before the House 
he entered a protest against it, and he 
still objected to children being treated 
diferently in England and in Scotland 
in regard to the age at which they might 
accept employment. Legislation on this 
subject should go side by side for the two 
countries, and he might remind the 
House that he objected strongly to Mr. 
Robson's Bill, chiefly on the ground that 
it dealt entirely with children who were 
in the employment of employers by 
whom the law was being strictly kept, 
and that violations of the law were con- 
fined to casual labour. Clause 2 of this 
Bill sanctioned casual labour, and that 
was one of his chief objections to it. He 
held that the Government ought to see 
that the law affecting children was the 
same in Scotland as it was in England 
and Ireland. The conditions obtaining 
in the two countries should be exactly 


the same, both as regarded inspection , 


‘and in respect of casual labour. 


{19 June 1901} 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the . 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘this House refuses to accept a Bill which 
effects extensive and ill-considered alterations 
in the law not contained in the Bill as presented 
on Second Reading.’ ”—(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): It is impossible that any 
measure should have received fuller 
consideration than the Bill which is 
now before the House ; with the excep- 
tion of the hon. Member for Mid Lanark 
and the hon. Member for Ross and 
Cromarty, the whole of the Scotch 
Members are strongly in favour of it. 
I know of very few who have any anti- 
pathy to the principles of this measure ; 
there was a great rush of Scotch Members 
to goon the Committee of Law, ot all 
of whom were able to get there, but 
whether they got there or not they 
followed the Bill very closely and desire 
it to succeed. I think it is a matter for 
congratulation that a Bill promoted by 
independent Members should have been 
allowed to reach its present stage. Co- 
operation upon Scottish education has 
been no uncommon incident in our 
past history, and I think it augurs well 
for the future that we should have made 
such rapid progress with the measure 
before the House, and so repudiated, 
at any rate, our responsibility for any 
defect in the educational equipment 
of Scotland. The responsibility for 
measures such as this has shifted more 
completely upon the shoulders of private 
Members of late years. With regard to 
legislation direct from the Scottish 
Office, the prospects of their having 
sufficient time to promote legislation are 
not hopeful, which is much to be deplored; 
but this Bill is a step towards the organis- 
ation of secondary education. This has 
been a fruitful year, and we know the 
question of the organisation of secon- 
dary education is before the Scottish 
Education Department, and I certainly 
hope that another session will not be 
allowed to pass without the same co- 
operation in educational matters, and I 
am sure the passing of this Bill without 
' difficulty will afford a sense of general 
' 
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security that there will be general pro- 
gress. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
there was one clause in this Bill which 
he read with great surprise. and which 
he thought was of considerable legislative 
importance. The first clause was— 

“Tt shall be the duty of every parent to pro- 
vide efficient elementary education in reading, 
writing, and arithmetic for his children who 
are between five and fourteen years of age.” 


The marginal note to this clause was— | 


“Parents to provide etticient elementary 
education for their children.” 


The House was passing this Bill through 


its Third Reading. and they would, if, 


the other House passed it, give legislative 
sanction to the principle which he be- 
lieved had been violently contested in 
this House, that ‘ elementary education ”’ 
should be defined as “ reading, writing, 
and arithmetic.” He suggested that 
this restricted definition in the Bill, it 
passed into law, might be quoted here- 
after in English courts of law as express- 
ing the latest mind of Parliament on the 
subject. He commended to the notice 
of the promoters of the Bill that ele- 
mentary education would be treated as 


having been defined afresh by this Bill. | 
| said, as he was considerably interested 


Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he only rose 
because of the comments which had 


been made on the Standing Committee | 
not be! 
| Lancashire in the criticisms which they 


on Law, otherwise he would 
guilty as an Englishman of the rash 
conduct of attempting to interfere with 
the details of Scotch education. 
not intend to discuss the contention 


of the noble Lord the Member for Green- | 
wich further than to say that the inter- | 
' Education 
‘seemed, therefore. 


pretation which he suggested would not 
be accepted by any English lawyer. 


If any complaint was made of the way | 


in which this Bill was passed by the 
Standing Committee he was most to 
blame. As chairman of that Committee 


he considered very carefully whether | 


the Amendments which had been placed 


upon the Paper by the Lord Advocate | 
should be put into the Bill, and came! 


to the conclusion that they should. 
All the alterations which were made 
in the Bill were quite in accordance | 
with the procedure of a Committee 
Mr. Munro Ferguson. 
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He did | 


| statutes, 
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either of the House or upstairs, and 
nothing was done which could bedescribed 
as making a new Bill. The wording was 
largely altered from first to last; there 
were alterations in details and machinery. 
but nobody could contend that a new 
Bill had heen made. The Lord Advoeat 
placed a large number of Amendments 
on the Paper, which no doubt reconsti- 
tuted the Billand made in certain details 
important alterations, but there was 
nothing in the Bill which was not in it 
before. When Mr. Gladstone com- 
mented upon the Standing Committee 
he said it was for the purpose of im- 
proving the law ; this Bill as it had come 
down trom the Committee was a very 
great improvement in the law, because 
from first to last it told its own story, 
and anybody who read it could under- 
stand it. There was not that mass of 
references to other Acts which was 
becoming every day the increasing curve 
of our legislation. When he admitted 
all these Amendments he felt he was 


/ acting in the spirit of the remarks of that 


great statesman, for he was improving 
the Bill in form, and in that way was 
acting in the direction of the principle 
laid down by Mr. Gladstone. 

*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
in this subject, the House would perhaps 
pardon him for making a few observa- 
tions. He felt in some difficulty, inas- 
much as he felt bound to dissent from 
his two colleagues the hon. Members for 


had passed upon the Bill. From first to 
last there had been a separate series of 
one affecting England and 
another affecting Scotland ; separate 
codes, passed year by year ; and separate 
Departments existed; _ it 
rather late in the 
say we ought to have one 

Such a method 
be injurious to 


day to 
and the same system. 
of legislation would 


‘Scotland and mischievous to England, 


because in matters of education Secot- 
land was setting England a_ bright 
example—an example he should wish 
to see followed less slowly and_ less 
reluctantly. There was no ground for 
complaint or any surprise. The Com- 
mittee was well attended. and he was: 
impressed with their interest—their 
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enthusiasm—in respect to work which follow this on the Paper, and he 
they had done. A week previously the Bill’ merely spoke on account of the im- 
stood for Report stage ; it had first place portance of this question in the case 
on the Paper, and those opposed to it had | of Scotland. It had been asked why 
had every opportunity, if they so the Bill was not opposed at the Report 
desired, of criticising it. The new print stage; if that had been done the Paper 
had been issued for very nearly a month, would have been studded with Amend- 
and surely any hon. Member who was’ ments, and he would not have been able 
deeply interested in education could in| to deal with the measure in a compre- 
the course of four weeks have formulated | hensive manner, as one should do on 
their objections,and have brought them | Second Reading and the Report stage. 
before the House. He thought it was! The Bill was a simple one, raising two 
an unhappy circumstance that on the points—it raised the age and it raised 
Third Reading of the Bill a motion the standard of exemption from Stan- 
of this kind should be made to pass a dard V. to Standard VI. That was a 
resolution which, if passed, would have Bill which he would have cordially 
the effect of staying the Bill, and would supported, but what happened to the 
make it impossible to pass it this session. Bill was this. The Government took 
Mr. GALLOWAY reminded the hon. oo ar Hane orev a aden 
: re Member for North Aberdeen and cut out 
Bironet the Member for Wigan that he ~ 0). | -as in it. everything but 
had already stated that he had no wish | °°) thing that was in it, everything bu 
‘ the standards. Hon. Members did not 
to stop the progress of the Bill, but he .. . ' : 
: gains Seca appreciate the effect such an alteration 
thought it a Bill which should have | eee the Bill 
been taken up by the Government. produced. According to the Bill, no 
ies child in Scotland would be able to be 
*Sin FRANCIS POWELL said he @™ployed in any employment whatever 
under the age of twelve. Under the 
present law in Scotland children over 
eight could be employed during the 
harvest and the fisheries season, but 
under this Bill the school boards would 
have no power to give exemption to a boy 
eleven years and eleven months old. 
A boy under twelve could not deliver a 
can of milk or a newspaper in the morn- 
ing. Scotland was often thought to be 
superior in its system of education to 
England, but the number of scholars 
on the roll of the elementary schools was 
17°29 per cent. of the population, whereas 
in England it was 17°81; while the aver- 
age attendance was 14°60 in England, 
law in Scotland since 1872, and no lawyer 224 only 14°47 in Scotland. There had 
had yet endeavoured to put a limited been progress in England in the matter of 
construction on those words. The Bil]! Secondary and elementary education, 
had not been taken over by the Govern. 224 @ retrogression in Scotland, with 
ment. He wished it had been. It was the result that Scotland had lost its old 
in the hands of private Members, and | Place in advance of England. | Legislation. 
step by step it had met every difficulty | Of this kind would not bring children 
which’ Bills of private Members met ‘to the schools. He supposed there 
when their desire was an improvement would soon be a proposal that no child 
in the law. should be compelled to get out of bed 
before eight o’clock in the morning. He 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) | was prepared to say that in 1872 Scotland 
sid for the second time he found was ahead of England in this matter, 
himself in disagreement with other’ but she was behind now, and if hon.. 
eotch Members. He was not in any| Members looked into the matter they 
way Interested in any Bill which might! would find Scotland was going back. 
| 


considered that the subject submitted 
to the Standing Committee was one 
with which it was eminently fitted to deal. 
It was a matter rather of administration 
than policy, and therefore eminently 
fitted for discussion before the Standing 
Committee on Law. The noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich had made a 
remark with regard to elementary edu- 
cation, but that remark was made rather 
late in the day, seeing that by the Act of 
1872. Section 69, it was provided that 
every parent should provide elementary 
education in reading, writing, and arith- 
metic for children between five and thir- 
teen vears of age. That had been the 
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He ventured to say that if this Bill had 

been brought in by the Government it 

would have been rejected by the Scottish 

Members, and the Government would 

not have been able to carry it, and the 

only reason it was to be passed through 

now was because the Lord Advocate 

had taken advantage of the hon. Member 

for North Aberdeen. According to the 

policy of 1872, every parent was compelled | 
tosend hischild to school, and certain stan- 

-dards of examination were laiddown which 

every child should be made to pass. The 

policy of the law was to take care that 

the child was educated, and it was the 

first duty of schools and school boards to 

see that they were being educated. 

The result was that by individual ex- 

amination they were able to test whether 

a child was being educated or not, but 

under this Bill individual examination 

was done away with altogether. He 

ventured to say that if this Bill passed 

into law the condition of things would | 
be worse than before. Education would 
go back, and the position of the children 
would be that they would be idling 
their time. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): As 
one who did not speak either on the 
Second Reading or the Report stage of 
this Bill, perhaps | may be permitted to 
say a few words in support of the Third 
Reading. I confess I was surprised to 
find that, in the first instance, the 
promoters of this Bill, with a knowledge 
of{past events, did not aim at the greater 
advantages which are secured to the 
children of Scotland by the Amendments 
which have been introduced in Com- 
mittee. I am in sympathy also with the 
clause which gives the school boards the 
power to grant exemptions to children 
between the ages of twelve and fourteen. 
I believe that some of the Scottish school 
boards are in favour of doing away with 
exemptions altogether. But I hope 
that they will continue to exercise this 
prerogative, especially in connection with 
the children of widows and infirm fathers. 
The Bill, as it now stands, is really only 
a part, but certainly an important part, 
of the much more comprehensive scheme 
for education in Scotland which was 
approved by the Scottish Education 
Department and embodied their policy, 
and which came to us from the House of 


Mr. Caldwell. 


{COMMONS} 





« 
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Lords on the 2&th of May, 1900. If 
that Bill had been passed, as it ought to 
have been, it would have come into 
operation in April of this year, but 
it. was shelved, chiefly on the principle— 
which is I am afraid becoming rather 
a stereotyped principle in this House— 
that when occasion arises all Scotch 
business should be deferred to Irish or 
English business for the Government are 
very well aware that the Scottish Mem- 
bers are of a patient and long-suffering 
disposition, and that they will not clamour 
for their rights. There was probably 
another reason why the more compre- 
hensive Scottish measure was not passed, 
namely, the complacent but delusive 
belief entertained by many Scottish 
Members, and also by some English 
Members, that Scotland occupies such a 
superior position in regard to education 
that it can very well afford to wait. The 
fact of the case is that the progress of 
elementary education in Scotland has 
relatively been very much inferior of late 
years to the progress in England. — 

I cannot, however, concur in the 
statement that elementary education 
in Scotland is actually _ inferior, 
because, judging by the percentages 
of those who cannot read or write, 
Scotland still maintains a leading 
place, but there is no doubt that com- 
pared with some of the Continental 
countries, notably Germany and Switzer- 
land, Scotland has been steadily drifting 
into a back place as regards both elemen- 
tary and secondary education. The Bill 
now before the House will completely 
remove the stigma which attaches to us 


}of not having fulfilled the engagement 
entered into at the International Con- 


ference at Berlin that the minimum 
statutory age in this country should be 
twelve years. Even with the advance 
which this Bill will secure we are stil 
very much behind those two Continental 
countries, because there the limit of age 
‘is thirteen years. This is not a satis 
factory position for us to occupy. No 
country in the world has taken so much 
advantage of the aid of machinery and 
other labour-saving appliances as this 
country has done, so much so that some 
years ago it was calculated that we had 
220 horse-power per thousand o: the 
population as against only one-half o 
that amount in the country which came 
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next to us. So great was our manu- 
facturing supremacy in many points 
that it was calculated that six British 
workmen could do the work of 
twentv-four Germans or Frenchmen, 
thirty-two Austrians, or fifty Spaniards. 
Our accumulated wealth per inhabitant 
also was nearly one-half greater than 
that of Germany or Switzerland, and 
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This Bill has had the cordial support of 
my right hon. friend the Lord Advocate, 
and I would congratulate my hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for North 
Aberdeen upon the success of his efforts 
in this matter. I am glad that he has 
acknowledged the support he has re- 
ceived from the Lord Advocate, and I 
| think we owe a great debt of gratitude 





[ think it has been highly discredit-|to the right hon. Gentleman for the 
able to this country that it should | zealous manner in which he has taken 


have allowed itself to lag so 
behind these comparatively poorer 
countries in regard to both elementary 
and secondary education. When the 
Bill similar to this for England was 


passing through the House I put an) 


Amendment on the Paper to the effect 


that the standard should be raised to | 


thirteen years, but at the request of the 
hon. Member for South Shields, and of 
other English educationists, who con- 
sidered that such an Amendment might 
imperil the passing of the Bill, I with- 
drew it. I have found myself in a some- 
what similar position in regard to the 
Scottish Bill. In 1878, when the first 
enactment was made for limiting the 


age of children, the standard was fixed | 


at eight years. How unnatural was the 
state of affairs that existed at that time 
may be inferred from the fact that chil- 
dren under eight years of age required 
to be protected by law from being sent 
to work. There has been steady pro- 
gress since then. In 1879 the age 
was raised to nine years; in 1880 it 
raised to ten years, at which 
point it has continued and will continue 
antil this Bill comes into operation, and 
even then we shall still be a year behind 
two of the leading Continental countries. 
The main object of this legislation is to 
improve the condition of the children 
physically and educationally, but from 
a purely economical point of view also 
itis very sound policy to give our children 
a thorough education, which can only 
be obtained by enabling them to remain 
long enough at school. The competition 
among the principal manufacturing and 
commercial nations of the world is fortu- 
nately now one not so much of physical 


was 


‘drudgery as of mental ability, and I am 


far | 


| up this Bill and for the able and almost 
|indispensable services he has rendered 
in introducing Amendments and in 
giving the Bill the position in the business 
| of the House which it now occupies. I 
am glad to learn that the Government 
‘intend to bring in an English Bill this 
session, and I hope that the very first 
Bill which they bring in in the following 
session will be a more comprehensive 
measure in regard to Scottish education. 
In this connection all Scottish Members 
are able gratefully to acknowledge that a 
wealthy and generous Scotsman, recog- 
nising the deficiencies of education in his 
own country, has come forward, with 
| unprecedented liberality, to help to restore 
Scotland to the old leading position which 
it occupied for so many centuries. In 
conclusion, let me say that material 
| wealth should be applied to the develop- 
ment of the intellectual, physical, and 
moral life of the people, and this Bill 
will have great effect in that direction. 
It will do something, but not all, to re- 
move from us the discredit which attaches 
to us of allowing very much poorer coun- 
tries to excel us in regard to both elemen- 
tary and secondary education ; it will 
help to increase our material prosperity 
by giving a broader basis for the secondary 
and scientific education which we are 
now finding absolutely necessary to 
enable us to maintain our commercial 
and manufacturing supremacy through- 
out the world : and it will help somewhat 





| 


glad to think that we are progressing in | 
the matter of giving our children an| called attention to a possible danger 


to increase the number of healthy, happy, 
and educated children throughout the 
country, to secure which should be one 
of the first aims of all good Government. 
I cordially support the Third Reading of 
the Bill. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross 


and Cromartie) 


‘opportunity of being able to cope with | involved in the Bill so far as Highland 
Continental countries in this respect. | crofting counties were concerned. The 
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matter was explained by the following 
letter which he had received from the 


{COMMONS} 


school board of Urquhart (Ross), dated | 


14th June, 1901-—- 


Epucation (Scottanp) Bitz, 1901. 


‘* Sir,—I am directed to draw your attention 
to this Bill, and to point out that unless school 


| average. 
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names were entered on the school register, 
and such cases as those mentioned in 
the letter he had read would reduce the 
It was a pity that neither the 


Attendance) (Scotland) Bill. 


‘Scottish Education Department nor the 


boards in the Highland counties have power | 


to remove from the attendance registers the 
names of such scholars who may ‘be granted 
exemption from the obligation to attend school, 
that the special grant to Highland counties 
will be in great danger of being lost to them. 
[See Scotch Code, Article 19 (B) 6, Highland 
grants. ] 

“To give you a case in point, Mrs. A. B. is a 
young widow, left with a croft, etc., and three 
children, eldest girl thirteen years of age, the 
other two nine and eight. To enable the 
widow to carry on the croft and maintain 
herself and family without relief from the 
parish, she is forced to keep the eldest child at 
home to herd the cow, etc., and she strives to 
keep the two younger children at school. The 
school board cannot see their way to prosecute 
this poor woman for the non-attendance at 
school of her eldest child, yet they are bound to 
keep the name of this child on the attendance 
register of the school, which so reduces the 
percentage of the average number of scholars 
enrolled who are in average attendance that a 
shilling per head of the Highland grant is lost 
to that school unless the average exceeds 80 per 
cent. of the number enrolled. 

“Tam to suggest that after the words 
‘twelve years of age,’ in Section 3. there should 
be inserted ‘and to remove the names of such 
individual children from the attendance 
register.’ 


“This question affects the grants for Highland | 


crofting counties only. 
“Tam, ete., 
**(Signed) ALEXANDER MACDONALD. 
“School Board Clerk.” 

This was a serious matter for the schools 
in crofting counties where this special 
grant was given under Clause 3. There 
was a provision that the Department 
should have power, when it saw fit, to call 
upon school boards for a return of the 
children to whom exemption had been 
granted, and under certain circumstances 
to call upon school boards to recall such 
exemption or to take steps to improve 
the attendance. The last part of the 
clause was—- 

“If the said school board fail to do so within 
a reasonable time, it shall be lawful for the 
Department to withhold or refuse the Parlia- 
mentary grant made to the said school board 
under Section 67 of the Education (Scotland) 
Act, 1872.” 


In Article 19 B (6) of the Code of 1901 
these grants were given according to 
the average attendance of children whose 


Mr. Weir. 


Lord Advocate had noticed this fact ; 
and, while he had no intention of oppos- 
ing the Third Reading of the Bill, he 
hoped the Lord Advocate would give an 
assurance that these grants would not be 
injuriously affected in the manner he 
had explained. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.): 
I should like to ask the Lord Advocate 
to consider whether, in view of the fact 
that the English Act which passed a 
few years ago limits the age for casual 
employment to eleven years, it would 
not be possible in another place to amend 
the present Bill, so as to allow casual 
employment in the case of children 
between the ages of eleven and fourteen 
years, as that seems to be the only point 
to which serious exception has been 
taken. Another appeal I desire to 
make is in consequence of the remarks 
of the hon. Member for Mid Lanark. 
The hon. Member pointed out that the 
words of the Bill as they now stand in 
Clause 4 might be capable of leading to 
difficulties in regard to the authority of 
the school board under section 7 of the 
Education (Scotland) Act, 1878. By 
that section power was given to the 
school board to deal with children who 
were to be employed in temporary 
occupation. The words at the end of 
Section 4 in this Bill are to this effect— 

“The Acts specified in the schedule to this 
Act are hereby repealed to the extent men- 
tioned in the third column thereof and as from 
the commencement of this Act, and so much 
of any Act as is inconsistent with this Act is 
hereby repealed.” 
I do think there is a possibility of a 
difficulty arising in connection with 
that, and I will ask whether those words 
might not be altogether omitted, or, if 
they cannot, in the opinion of the right 
hon. Gentleman, be so omitted, whether 
they might not be modified, or some 
reference to the Act of 1878 introduced, 
to show that the provisions of this Bill 
are to be read along with the first part 
of the Act of 1878. If that was done, 
I think it would clear up this difficulty 
—which is a real difficulty, and one 
which it must be in the interest of the 
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school board authority to avoid. The 
other points in which I am specially 
interested [I had an opportunity of 
placing before the House when the Bill 
was considered on Report. | still regret 


that the educational test in regard to | 


exemption has been entirely got rid of, 
and I also feel that difficulties may arise 
in the case of some of the voluntary 
schools which would have been avoided 
if the powers which I have suggested 
of granting exemption had been given 
to the voluntary schools on the same 
conditions as to the school boards. 
Even in its changed form, I welcome 
the Bill as a businesslike and 
measure, and one which will be a great 
benefit to the progress of education in 
Scotland, and I would appeal to the 
hon Member for South-west Man- 
chester to withdraw his Amendment, 
and allow the Bill to be read a third 
time without a division. 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I 
generally agree with my hon. friend 
the Member for Mid Lanark, who: 


always speaks with information, and often 
discovers points which have been over- 
looked, but I cannot concur in his obser- 
vations to-day. The hon. Member com- 
plained ot the alterations which have 
been made in the Bill since it was intro- 
duced. There are alterations and altera- 
tions, but I decidedly think that the 
alterations made in this Bill have been 
valuable improvements. The raising the 
age limit from eleven to twelve is very 
important, and it only gives effect in 
Scotland, after the lapse of several 
years, to that to which the Government 
committed themselves at the conference 
at Berlin. I hope the Lord Advocate 
will stand by this Amendment. The 
hon. Member also objects to the sub- 
stitution of the age limit for examina- 
tions, but it is really only a simpler and 
more direct mode of attaining the same 
end as was proposed in the original Bill. 
The object is to be assured that before 
children leave school they shall have had 
a certain reasonable degree of instruc- 
tion. Wehear much about continuation 
schools. I have always regarded the 
fact that there is a necessity for con- 
tinuation schools as a reproach to our 
elementary system. If our elementary 
and secondary systems of education were 


{19 JuNE 1901} 


useful | 
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‘as strong as they ought to be, there 
would be far less need for continuation 
schools than there now is. At present, 
children leave school after attaining a 
certain smattering of education ; they 
go a certain length ; but we find that, 
after the lapse of three or four years, 
they have forgotten almost all that 
they learnt at school, and they go back 
to the continuation schools, where they 
have to receive again a certain amount 
of elementary education. Therefore | 
think the raising of the age limit is 
most desirable. I have not the same 
regard for examinations as my hon. 
friend apparently has. I always thank 
God that I was born before the age of 
examinations. Examinations necessitate 
@ great amount of cram. Examinations 
and cram go together, and, while quick- 
_witted children can often pass through 
fairly well, examinations are too com- 
monly not a satisfactory test either of 
attainments or of ability. The Bill as 
it now stands—— 


Attendance) (Scotland) Bill. 


fact that 
House 
being 


Attention called to the 
forty Members were not present. 
counted, and, forty Members 
found present— 


Sir JOHN LENG (continuing) : 
With regard to the alterations in the 
exemptions clause, I am glad to see them 
in the Bill. The Lord Advocate is no 
doubt aware that under the regulations 
as they now stand in many cases the 
labour certificate, which may be ob- 
tained on the assertion by the parent 
that it is a necessity, has been very much 
abused. I know of cases in which 
several hundreds of children have ok- 
tained these certificates, and it has been 
ascertained that, so far from the parents 
being in necessitous circumstances, they 
were in receipt of good wages, and the 
family income was such that there was 
not the least occasion for them to exploit 
the labour of their young children, or to 
obtain the few shillings of wages which 
they would earn by taking advantage of 
the labour certificate. The provision 
that such boards should keep a record 
of the circumstances under which these 
exemptions are granted is, I think, an 
excellent one, and I only hope the Depart- 
ment will keep a careful watch over the 
granting of the certificates, in order to 
see that they are not given to parents 


. 
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whose circuiastances are such that they 
are quite unnecessary. I therefore 
give a general support to the Bill as it 
has been amended under the guidance 
of the Lord Advocate, but 1 think it is 
worthy of his consideration whether he 
should not follow the suggestion of the 
hon. Member for Renfrewshire and allow 
a certain elasticity with regard to the 
casual employment of children in certain 
localities and under certain circum- 
stances in work of a limited and healthy 
nature. I have known instances of boys 
being employed between the hours of 
six and eight in the morning in a per- 
fectly healthy employment, which, while 
enabling them to bring in a few shillings 
for their parents. has not disabled them 
from giving due attention to their lessons 
when at school, and these boys have 
benefited very much from that employ- 
ment. and have risen from comparatively 
humble positions to be good citizens and 
prosperous men. With that single sug- 
gestion, | have much pleasure in giving 
my cordial support to the Bill in its 
amended form, hoping that the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman will stand 
by the Bill in its main principles, simply 
giving effect in another place to such 
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reasonable suggestions as have been 
made. 
Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 


ham): 
this debate but for the remarks of hon. 
Members who seemed to be under the 
impression that English Members ought 
not to express any opinion upon matters 
which have to do with Scotland. That 
seems to me to be 
opinion to hold. I have always under- 
stood that the function of Members of 
this House was to express their views, 
not only upon questions affecting the 


particular constituencies with which | 
they are connected or the portion of the 


country which they represent, but also 
upon questions affecting the country as a 
whole. There can be no doubt that 
education interests English Members 
just as much as it does Scotch Members. 
The hon. Member for the Leith Burghs 
said that this Bill had received as full 


consideration as it was possible for any | 


Bill to do, but I do not think he quite 
grasped the point of the objection of my 


hon. friend the Member for South- west | 


Sir John Leng. 


{COMMONS} 


I should not have intervened in | 


an extraordinary | 
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) Manchester. I believe that my hon. 
| friend had no particular objection to the 
| Bill as it stood; his objection is based 
|entirely upon the manner in which it 
has been dealt with in its passage through 
the House. No doubt the Bill was con- 
sidered on Report, but it had no con- 
sideration on the Second Reading stage. 
The Bill is absolutely different from 
when it was read a second time. Not 
only is it absolutely different, but there 
is nothing left except the title. In this 
particular Bill there is nothing in the 
title, whereas we had had recent. in- 
stances in which everything was in the 
title. Therefore, as a matter of fact,. 
this discussion is a Second Reading, and 
not a Third Reading discussion at all. 
After the remarks of the hon. Member 
for Leith Burghs, I was much surprised 
to hear one of the most distinguished 
and certainly one of the most painstaking 
Scotch Members—the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark—in an extremely able and 
forcible speech, criticise nearly every 
clause in the Bill. I understand that the 
'Seotch Members were unanimous on 
this matter ; and surely, if that is not the 
case, the hon. Member for South-west 
Manchester was discharging a patriotic 
duty in moving his Amendment to-day. 
|The hon. Member told us that under this 
Bill if a boy is just under the age of 
twelve years he will be unable to take 
part in any casual employment, even 
though that employment in no way 
interferes with the time he has to pass 
at school or with his making sufficient 
progress in those studies which are a 
necessity to every citizen, whether 
English, Scotch, or Irish. I was ex 
tremely astonished to learn that educa- 
tional statistics in Scotland are now not 
as good as those in England. I have 
always understood that if there was one 
thing more than another in which the 
Scotch excelled it was in the fact that 
their education was so very much 
superior to the English. Whether the 
Scotch people are quicker and sharper, 
and are able to learn more with less 
attendance, than the English people, 
il do not know, but I have. always been 
| told, especially by Scotch Members, that 
| Scotland was far in advance of England 
/in this matter. I do not object in any 
way to the Third Reading of this Lill, 
and, as I say, I should not have inter- 
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yened in the debate but for the intro- 
duction of the extremely dangerous 
principle to which I have referred. I 
only hope the Government will remember 


the pertinent remarks made by the First | 
Lord of the Treasury a fortmght or | 


three weeks ago. When discussing 
whether or not it was right to take 
the time of private Members, he pointed 
out the great dangers and difficulties 
which might arise if what has now taken 
place was to occur frequently—that is 
to say, the taking up by the Government 
of a private Member’s Bill, altering the 
whole of the measure, leaving nothing 
but the title, and then passing the Bill 
under the guise of its being a private 
Member’s measure. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): I am sure that all Scotch 
Members will welcome the interest taken 
by English Members in Scotch questions, 
as this is an Imperial Parliament, and we 
do not wish to have the benches empty | 
but for the Members directly concerned, 
asis usually the case when Scotch matters 
are discussed. The hon. Member for 


| 
| 
| 


Dundee asked for greater elasticity with | 


regard to casual employment. That is 


not my criticism of the Bill at all. 


not think the Bill goes far enough in the | 


way of regulating casual employment ; 
it does not prevent the casual employ- 
ment of any child of any age whatever 
except during certain hours. That is not, 
enough. But opinion is waking up in 
Scotland. School boards and_ other 
bodies have been considering the matter ; 
various reports have recently been made ; 
astriking report has recently been circu- | 
lated by the Women’s Labour Association; 
and I believe that Scotland will presently 
be ready to go a good deal further than | 
this Bill goes in the way of regulating the 
casual employment of children both in 
the early hours of the morning and when 
they are of a tender age. I disagree, 
altogether with the hon. Member for 
Rentrewshire in hoping that the age will 
be lowered from twelve to eleven years. 
The age as it stands has been before the 
country for some time; it was the age 
that was in the Government Bill of last 
year ; it has been considered by the public 
as well as by the school boards, and, as 
far as | know, there has been hardly any | 
objection taken to it. The difficulties 
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which the big school boards have raised | 
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have been in quite another direction. 
Their criticism has been directed against 
the amount of discretion which is put 


| into their hands, but which I think was 


rightly and properly left to them. The 
Government may take it that Scotch 
opinion is sufficiently advanced to accept 
the Bill as it stands. My hon. friend 
opposite is to be congratulated upon the 
success of the Bill—upon his luck, in the 
first place, and, in the second place, upon 
the readiness with which he has adapted 
himself to the suggestions of the Govern- 
ment. The Bill is not quite the same as 
when introduced, but the question raised 
was a very important one, and one which 
it was the desire of all of us should be 
dealt with in the most satisfactory 
manner, and I think the hon. Member 
is to be congratulated upon having as the 
result of his initiative a Bill which will ke- 
a satisfactory and important addition to 
the educational legislation of the country. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I think 
the time has now come when I should 
reply to the criticisms which have been 
made, and, of course, | am bound to give 
the first place to the Amendment actually 


I do | before the House. My hon. friend the 


Member for South-west Manchester 
characterises the changes which have 
been made as extensive and ill-considered. 
alterations. So far as their being exten- 
sive is concerned, it is quite true that 
taking the words in the Bill the criticism 
is well-founded. In fact, mention has 
been made that the title alone is un- 
changed, but the hon. Member apparently 
was not aware that even that had been: 
amended by the hon. Baronet the Member- 
for Wigan. The question really is. 
whether the Bill deals properly with the 
subject to deal with which it was origin- 
ally introduced. I have nothing to do: 
with the question of order. If these 
Amendments had been out of order they 
would no doubt have been objected to by 
the noble Lord who presided over the 
deliberations of the Committee. I am, 
of course, perfectly satisfied with the 
decisions to which he came. As regards 
the scope of the Bill, the idea of the Bill! 
was to regulate the attendance of young 
children at school in Scotland. In my 
speech on the Second Reading of the 
measure I stated, on behalf of the 
Government, that we were in sympathy” 
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thought it ought to be achieved in a/| 
rather different way to that proposed. 
All that has been done by the Amend- 
ments introduced in Committee has been 
to make good the various objections 
which, on the particulars at my disposal, 
I urged in my speech on the Second 


Reading. 
Th> hon. Member for South-west 
Manchester asked me a good many 


pertinent questions. In his ‘dissertation | 
on the Bill he seems to have become 
particularly entangled in the schedule, 
and he was very anxious with regard to 
the different repeals. He first fixed his 
attention on the 69th section of the Act 
of 1872. He saw that that had been 
repealed, but that the second part of it 
we did not touch. 
why, as we repealed Section 69, we did 
not repeal Section 22 of the Act of 1878. 
I believe my answer will be perfectly 
satisfactory to the hon. Member. That 


section has already been repealed by 
Section 88 of the Local Government 
Act, 1889. I might take his other 


questions in the same spirit, and the 
same answer would really apply to many 
of them. [ ask him to consider the 
matter from the point of view of drafting. 
What was the state of affairs when he 
had to face the Bill introduced by the 
hon. Member for North Aberdeen ? 
There are two questions which have been 
dealt with by this Bill—first, that of the 
duty of the parent to provide education 
for his children, with possible exemptions, 
and the duty of prosecution which lies 
upon the school board in case of default 
on the part of the parent ; and, secondly, | 
the question of total or partial casual 
employment. So far these two 
matters rested, the state of affairs was 
this. Dealing in the first place with the 
question of providing education, there 
was, first of all, Section 69 of the Act of | 
1872 ; one half of that had been amended | 
by Section 4 of the Act of 1883, and the | 
other half had been repealed by a section 
of the Local Government Act of 1889. 
Then as regards casual employment, 
first of all, there was Section 72 of the 
Act of 1872; that had been repealed 
and other words substituted by Section 5 
of the Act of 1878 ; Sub-section 2 of that 
Section 5 had been amended by Section 6 
of the Act of 1883; and the Bill of my 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


as 
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with the object of the Bill, but that we | 


He particularly asked | 


‘ber for Greenwich. 
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hon. friend opposite proposed to re- 
'enact that Section 6 of the Act of 1883 
which had amended Subsection 2 of 
Section 5 of the Act of 1878, which had 
superseded Section 72 of the Act of 1872, 
There is no subject that I have heard 
descanted on in this House more often 
than the inadvisability of legislation by 
| reference, and we thought it much 
simpler to make this Bill complete in 
(itself, and to sweep away these various 
subsidiary sub-sections amended and re- 
amended, and to reintroduce in Section 1 
of the Bill the provision casting upon the 
parent the duty of providing elementary 
education between certain years. [ 
think that explanation will justify the 
particular form of the Bill as it now 
stands. 

As I am on the subject of the first 
section, | may say a word as to the 
interposition of the noble Lord the Mem- 
He is afraid that 
this might have a curious effect upon the 


| reading of the statutes affecting other 


parts of the kingdom. It has_ been 
already pointed out that the expression 
‘elementary education’ is no new 
term. It appeared as far back as in the 
Act of 1872. But I want merely to 


‘administer a little comfort to the noble 


Lord, and to say that I do not think 
he need be discouraged by what the hon. 
Baronet said. As to the suggestion 
that this Bill, if passed into law, might be 
quoted as defining elementary education 
as meaning only reading, writing and 
arithmetic, the matter really does not 
stand there in that way. This section 
deals only with the duty of parents, and 
not at all with the subjects which the 
school boards may teach. When the 
subjects which the school boards may 
teach are dealt with the words “ elemen- 
tary education ” are not used at all. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL was understood 
to explain that the meaning of his argu 
ment was that the words where spec ‘ally 
used appeared to define ‘ elementary 
education ” asa legislative expression. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Asa 
legislative expression, possibly, as to 
the duty on the parent. But you have 
there a perfectly different set of con- 
siderations from the question of the sort 
of education a school board may provide 











845 


out o 
not at 
hein g 
Rdue 
I vy 
of th 
What 
to in 
taken 
who 
quite 
certait 
hon. 
aware 
his ac’ 
for Mic 


was ni 














Bill. | 

hon. M 

to the : 

he will 

exact | 

have b 
Amend 
that | 

teadin 
further 

tests hy 
is, of ¢ 
opinion 

again st 

Member 
tional i 
the con: 
which 1 
debate 
educatio 
ita grea 
certificat 
with th 
Member 
merit ¢ 
great nm 
total ni 
number 

is our o 
Undoubt 
labour ¢ 
was detri 
Then th 
under t} 
uniformit 
that to | 
the quest 
always t 
mind, bot 
sonable j 
consider | 


VOL. 








Si4 


re- 
383 
of 
had 
372. 
ard 
iten 
_ by 
uch 
> In 
lous 
| re- 
on 1 
the 
tary 
| 
the 
now 


first 
the 
em- 
that 
the 
ther 
peen 
sion 
new 
the 
r to 
oble 
tink 
10n. 
tion 
t he 
tion 
and 
not 
tion 
and 

the 

the 
may 
nen- 


tood 
rgu- 
ially 
tary 


As a 
; to 
have 
con- 
sort 
vide 











845 Education (Children 


out of the rates. In other words, I am 
not at all afraid of a Cockerton Judgment 
hing raised in Seotland under 
Education Acts. 

I will pass now, Sir, to the speech 
of the hon. Member for Mid Lanark. 
What is it the hon. Member objects 
to in the Bill? He says we have 
taken advantage of the hon. Member 
who introduced the Bill. I do not 
quite understand that phrase. We have 


certainly not taken advantage of the | 


hon. Member without his being fully 
aware of what we were doing and giving 
his active support. The hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark also complains that there 
was no Second Reading speech on the 
Bill. So far as I am concerned, if the 
hon. Member did me the honour to listen 
tothe speech [ delivered on that occasion 
he will remember that it was upon the 
exact lines of the Amendments which 
have been introduced. There was‘ no 


Amendment introdticed into the Bill 
that I did not deal with in my Second 
teading speech. The hon. Member 


further complains of the abolition of 
tests by standards. The hon. Member 
is of course, perfectly entitled to his 
opinion, but in this matter it is certainly 
against not only the view of the Scotch 
Members, but also the general educa- 
tional ideas of Scotland as expressed in 
the conference of large school boards, to 
which reference was made in the last 
debate on this Bill. The truth is that, 
educationally considered, we have thought 
ita great benefit to get rid of the labour 
certificate and to have no competition 
with the merit certificate. The hon. 
Member referred to the fewness of the 


merit certificates. There are not a 
great many as compared with the 
total number of children, but the 


number is steadily increasing, and it 
is our object that it should increase. 
Undoubtedly the competition of the 
labour certificate, as far as it went, 
was detrimental to the merit certificate. 
Then the hon. Gentleman says that 
under this Bill we shall not have 
uniformity of treatment. We consider 
that to be a very great advantage. In 
the question of employment you have 
always two considerations to bear in 
mind, both perfectly legitimate and rea- 
sonable in their way. You have to 


{19 June 1901} 


our | 
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‘of the child. and also the legitimate 
interest ‘of the family so far as its support 
is contributed to by the earnings of the 
child. Therefore, so far from looking 
upon the consideration of the individual 
circumstances of the particular child 
and its family at a disadvantage, we 
regard it as one of the great advantages 
of the Bill. I will not follow the hon. 
Member into the statistics which he gave 
with regard to attendances. All I can 
say is that his view that Scotland is 
‘behind England,” whatever that may 
mean, is not generally shared either by 
hon. Members for Scotland or, from 
|what I hear on these benches, by the 
English Members. I would also point 
out that this idea of prohibiting at a 
tender age the employment of children 
‘is not brought forward solely with the 
| view of increasing the number of school 
| attendances ; it is brought forward with 
the view of having the child in a con- 
dition to profit by what it is taught in 








the school. That is a very different 
thing. 
The hon. Member for Ross and 


Cromarty asked me a question dealing 
with Highland schools. It seems to me 
that the question he raised is one in con- 
nection with the Code rather than with 
this Bill. But I shall be very glad to 
receive from him the representation 
made to him by the school board, and, 
at all events, have inquiries made in the 
proper quarters, The hon. Member for 
Renfrewshire made an appeal to me upon 
two subjects. First of all, he wants the 
age below which casual employment is 
prohibited altered from twelve to eleven 
years. The hon. Member for the Partick 
Division has already made one answer 
to that appeal when he pointed out that 
casual employment as a whole is not pro- 
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hibited, but only casual employment 
during certain hours. Upon this matter 
of the age I do not want the measure 
to be too stiff, but at the same time I 
should not be inclined to change the age 
unless it was shown that there was a real 
body of opinion the other way. The 
other point brought forward by the hon. 
Member was with regard to the appli- 
cation of Section 7 of the Act of 1878. 
I feel that it perhaps ought to be made 
more clear. The idea certainly is that 
Section 7 should apply, but it is not one 
of those sections which have been re- 


21 
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taken out. 
put in at the end of the citation clause 
a provision that this Act should be read 
along with the several Education Acts, 
we should sufficiently secure, the object 
the hon. Member has in view. I think 
I have dealt with every matter which 
has been raised, and I hope the Bill may 


{COMMONS} 


pealed, and I should take care that in| tained a great deal that was interesting 
another place the vague words “and so; and important. It was a Bill which 
much of any Act as is ineonsistent with like some others, .was not fully appre. 
this Act is hereby repealed” shall be! hended by those who merely looked at 
1 think if we do that and! 


now be read a third time without a/| 


division. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. | into consideration the amount received by a 
| member of a friendly society as sick pay when 
| grantin 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCLETTES) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. WINGFIELD - DIGBY (Dorset- 
shire, N.), in moving that the Bill he 
read the third time, said that it had 
passed through its various stages up to 
the present time almost without oppo- 
sition. 
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it in the form in which it was printed, 
This was a case of legislation by reference 
to other enactments, although not a 
bad case of the kind. When he first 
saw it he had difficulty in finding the 
full scope of the Bill, and it took some 
trouble and research through previous 
Acts to find the interpretation. The 
Bill began by saying— 

“ The discretion given by section one of the 


Outdoor Relief Friendly Societies Act, 1894, to 
the boards of guardians to take or not to take 













outdoor relief shall be limited as 
hereinafter provided.” 


The natural course was to refer to the 


, section in the Act of 1894, and there 


he found it was enacted— 


‘** Notwithstanding any orders or regula- 
tions of the Poor Law Commissioners or the 
Local Government Board under and by virtue 


‘of the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834, or of 


It was only a two-clause Bill. | 


Amendments were carried on behalf of | 


the Local Government Board at the Com- 
mittee stage, and the text of the Bill as 


it now stood contained provision in the | 


second sub-section that-— 

* Ingranting outdoor relief to a member of 
any friendly society the board of guardians 
shall not take into consideration any sum up to 
five shillings a week received from such friendly 
society in sick pay.” 

He believed that on both sides of the 
House a strong opinion existed that any 
effort by the working classes, or any of 


any Act amending the said Act, it shall be 
lawful for any board of guardians, if they 
think fit, to grant relief out of the poor rates 
to any person otherwise entitled to such relief, 
notwithstanding that the said person shall, by 
reason of his membership of a friendly society, 
be in receipt of any sum, and that in estimat- 
ing the amount of the relief that shall be 


granted to such person being a member of a 


| 


| 


their poorer brethren, in the direction | 
of thrift should rather meet with en- ' 


couragement than the reverse. 


By not, 


allowing them outdoor relief simply | 


because they were receiving relief from a 
friendly society they were not giving 
that encouragement. 
small measure, and not in any way con- 


This was a very | 


nected with, although it might be in the | 


direction of, old-age pensions, which 
they were told the other day at Birming- 


friendly society as aforesaid, it shall be at the 
discretion of the board of guardians whether 
they will or will not take into consideration 
the amount which may be received by him 
from such friendly society.” 

Following this up, if one wished to 
understand the Bill now before the 
House it was necessary to go to the 
Act of 1834. There he found himsel/ 
confronted with very considerable diff- 
culty. It was a very elaborate Act, and 
he had to spend considerable time in 
hunting through it before he found the 


section to which they were now referred. 


It seemed to be Section 52, which said— 
“Tt shall be lawful for the said Commis: 


sioners by such rules, orders, or regulations 
as they may think fit, to declare to what 


| extent and for what period the relief to be 


ham the friendly societies were to be | 


the parties to carry out. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” —(Mr. Wingfield-Dighy.) 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


| It was obvious that even here there wat 
certain obscurity, because there was 4 
reference to regulations to be made 
under the Act. 

Lorp HUGH CECIL said that though | regulations, although he might have 
this was not a very large Bill it con-|found them perhaps if he had taken 





given... . 
of the workhouse,” and so on. 


may be administered out 


He had not seen these 
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further trouble in the matter. This 
was an illustration of the way legis- | 
lation was conducted. The discretion | 
referred to in the present Bill was that 
conferred on the guardians by the first | 
subsection of Section 1 of the 1894 | 
Act, which he had already read. | 
That discretion was now to be taken | 
away by this Bill up to a certain point. 
The amount received from friendly 
societies Which was not to be taken into 
consideration by the guardians in grant- 
ing outdoor relief was fixed at 5s. by the 
second sub-section. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- | 
ham) said the sub-section was not | 
amended so as to appear in the print | 
now before the House in the form in | 
which it was passed by Committee. 





Au Tlox. Member asked whether they 
were able to discuss a Bill which was 
not printed in accordance with the | 
Amendments which had been made 
upon it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is quite in order. 
There were only two drafting Amend- 
ments made in Committee. The words 
“up to 5s. a week” were struck out 
at the end of Sub-section 2 of Clause 1, | 
and the words inserted were, “ except in | 
so far as such sum shall exceed 5s. a} 
week.” The House, as is usual in such | 
a case, did not order the Bill to be 
reprinted. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said it was still 
a case where the limit was 5s. The 
proposal in this Bill was the negation 
of the Act of 1834. The idea of that 
Act was that support should only be 
given, whether by outdoor or indoor 
relief, after every other source of sub- 
sistence was exhausted. The present 
Bill had for its underlying principle the 
idea that people had a right to a certain 
amount of support, not to save them 
from starvation, but as a reasonable 
provision, and that the fact that a 
person was receiving certain benefits 
as the result of an investment in 
a friendly society was no reason 
why he should not receive the same 
consideration in the matter of poor 
relief as a thoroughly thriftless person. 
That was a revolution in the way in 
which we had hitherto looked at poor 
relief. It approached the question from 
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i socialistic point of ¥iew. It laid down 
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the principle that a man had a right 
to assistance as against the State. Per- 
sonally he had no objection to such a 
Bill, but to think that the matter 
would ‘rest there was to deceive them- 
selves. It would advance further stages 
in the same direction, until old-age 
pensions were reached. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) 
said the noble Lord had referred to the 
Bill of 1894. He would remind the 
House that alterations were made upon 
it in another place by the present Prime 
Minister, and that was the reason why 
it was so complicated. When the “Bill 
came back to the House of Commons he 
did not make any objection to the altera- 
tions, because he was only too glad that 
the prineiple of the Bill was accepted. 
He believed they were generally agreed 
as to the proposal in the present Bill to 
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| give assistance in the case of those who 


had made a certain amount of provision 
for helping themselves by becoming 
members of friendly societies. He had 
introduced the Bill at the instance of the 
National Conference of Friendly Societies, 
and he desired to thank the President of 
the Local Government Board for assisting 
its progress through the House. He 
also thanked the hon. member for 
Peckham for not persisting in his opposi- 
tion which he had intended to give to the 


Bill. 


Mr. BANBURY said that as all the 
stages of this Bill had been taken after 
twelve o'clock, it had been impossible for 
him to explain his attitude towards it, 
and he should like now to say a few 
words in regard to the motives that 
actuated him. He had never had the 
slightest objection to the Bill as a Bill. 
Hitherto he had said that no man should 
receive outdoor relief unless he was in 
such a state that he could not subsist 
without it. He did not object to the Bill 
because it was proposed to give assistance 
to those who had become members of 
friendly societies. They owed to friendly 
societies very great obligations, and they 
ought to be encouraged in every possible 
manner. His only objection to the Bill 
was that it encouraged but one form of 
thrift. He thought that a man who 
invested a small amount of money in the 
Savings Bank or bought a small cottage 
was just as much entitled to the assist- 
ance provided by the Bill.as a man whe 
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joined a friendly society. He thought it 
would have been advisable before passing 
the Bill to see whether some means could 
not be devised whereby others who had 
been thrifty would benefit in the same 
manner. 

Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said it 
was only by a happy accident that they 
were in a position to pay any attention 
to the far-reaching principle which under- 


lay the apparently insignificant and un- | 


important Bill now before the House. 
They were told that the Bill was intro- 
duced at the instigation, or, at all events, 
with the sanctien, of a large number of 
the friendly societies of this country. 
That predisposed many hon. Members to 
accept the Bill. He himself yielded to no 
man in his admiration for friendly 
societies. They represented a movement 
which had, notwithstanding great difti- 
culties, developed one of the most im- 
portant features in our social system. 
The principle on which friendly socicties 
were based was that of co-operative inde- 
pendence. The founders and promoters 
of those societies wished to be beholden 
to no man for assistance ; but the friendly 
societies were forgetting the precepts 
of their founders when they desired to 
come in contact with the poor law system, 
from which it was originally desired to 
rescue themselves. He thought there- 
fore that a good deal of weight which 
would naturally attach to their opinion 
in this matter was taken away. 
When the friendly societies were 
found in conflict with the principle 
so long established in the poor law 
that relief should be given only in cases 
of destitution, the House should pause 
and consider carefully how far measures 
of this kind were likely to lead. He 
understood from what Mr. Speaker had 
said that an Amendment had been intro- 
duced into the Bill—he knew not when 
or how—which extended the operation 
of the measure not merely to allowances 
from friendly societies in time of sick- 
ness, but to all cases where members of 
friendly societies were in receipt of allow- 
ances not exceeding 5s. per week. He 
did not know whether it was intended, 
but it was evident that they had there 
introduced in an insidious and unobtru- 
sive way the principle of old-age pensions 
—u question which had not received 
the consideration of the House. The 
Mr. Banbury. 


{COMMONS} 
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| provision prohibited guardians from 
taking such allowances into account. 
| It was pretty evident that they had 
| gone a long way in the direction of old- 
|age pensions without proper legislative 
| sanction being given to the proceeding, 
That seemed to him a rather serious state 
| of things. He hardly thought it proper 
'that they should pass this measure after 
such scanty discussion on the Third 
| Reading. It was «a measure which 
|might have far-reaching consequences, 


iand he ventured to think that it con- 
/tained much potential mischief for the 
‘friendly societies themselves with regard 
| to the administration of the poor law up 
| and down the country. It was a curious 
thing that the introduction and conduct 
of this Bill had fallen into the hands of 
two Members who represented West 
Country rural constituencies. Anybody 
‘who was acquainted with the way the 
| poor law was administered up and down 
England knew that the objection to 
having recourse to the poor law did not 
prevail in anything like the same in 
tensity in the West Country as in other 
parts. It had become almost a matter 
of course in the rural parts of Somerset 
for an old labourer to receive out-door 
relief from the guardians. The labourer 
‘did not think there was any disgrace in 
having accepted that form of relief. He 
could well understand how Members 
representing districts where that feeling 
prevailed should think they were doing 
the district a good turn in promoting 
‘such legislation as was now under con- 
sideration. But the House should recol- 
lect that there were other districts where 
‘high-minded and independent men were 
unwilling to avail themselves of an appeal 
'to the poor law. This would be the first 
time since the Act of 1834 was passed 
that the House would put its seal toa 
proposal which would break down the 
_ principle that relief should be given for 
destitution only. The Bill either went 
too far or not far enough. If they were 
going to set their seal to the principle 
‘that there was to be encouragement ot 
thrift,they ought to make it encourage 
ment of thrift of every kind. 


| 

| Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) 

| said that allusion had been made to the 
i manner in which the Amendments had 
been introduced, but he would point out 
‘that the Amendments appeared on the 








853 


Order 
that t! 
the wh 
any ™ 
Bill. 
on thei 
Third 
East N 
suppor 
in evel 
good V 
was b1 
represe 
constit 
suppor 
of fact 
names 
came | 
Kingd« 
suppor 
work ( 
thrift t 
the per 
Bill lane 
he was 
it wou 
in rura 
membe 
sider t 
cordial] 
the Bill 
Mr. | 
Chester 
late the 
on hay 
sent su 
gratula 
changec 
though’ 
educate 
The ho 
objectec 
would a 
societies 
argume 
The soe 
dent as 
the Bill 
people 
were m 
from th 
undoub 
lf the 
ham re 
friendly 
on the - 
that ow 
Member 
heginnit 











852 


rom 
unt, 
had 
old- 
itive 
ling. 
state 
oper 
ufter 
hird 
hich 
Ices, 
con- 
the 
zard 
y up 
ious 
Juet 
Is of 
Vest 
ody 
the 
own 

to 
hot 
in- 
ther 
tter 
rset 
loor 
urer 
e in 
He 
bers 
ling 
oing 
ting 
con- 
ecol- 
here 
were 
peal 
first 
ssed 
to a 
the 
. for 
vent 
were 
ciple 
t of 
age- 


izes) 
the 
had 
out 
the 











853 Outdoor Relief (Friendly {19 June 1901} Societies) Bill. 854 


Order Paper for a couple of days, and|he was not even prepared to take the 
that they were passed in Committee of | first step init. ‘The country, however, 
the w hole House. He could not imagine | was not only prepared to take the first 
any more public way of amending the step, but to take further steps in the 
Bill. He congratulated his hon. friends 'same direction. The hon. Member for 
on their success in carrying the Bill to its; Peckham said he did not know how to 
Third Reading. The hon. Member for | define what a friendly society was, but 
East Nottingham had said that he was a there was a public official known as the 
supporter of friendly societies and desired Registrar of Friendly Societies, and if the 
in every way to encourage them in their hon. Member applied to him he thought 
good work, but he added that the Bill he would get a very excellent definition. 
was brought forward by hon. Members | Me BANBURY anid there was no 
representing West Country and rural) definition in the Act of 1896, to whieh he 
constituencies, and that it had not the presumed the hon. Member was alluding, 
support of other Members. As a matter) and he was further informed that the 
of fact, however, the Members whose Act of 1896 could not be read in con- 
names appeared on the back of the Bill junction with the Act of 1894. 


ame fr all arters of » United | 
ee ee Ss ee Uae i THOMAS BAVIRT bd hart 


Kingdom, and the Bill was universally sic slide Si oth ieee Baad 
supported by all who believed in the good est definition w oe oubtedly be ob- 
tained from the Registrar of Friendly 


work of the friendly societies for the | “Mee : 
thrift they had inculeated in the minds of | Pecteties. He. for one, would be quite 
the people. Ue was thankful that the) willing to include more societies, but at 
Bill had reached its present position, and rate the Bill Was an excellent Bil, 
ke was certain that when it became law and the friendly socicties would be per- 
it would have a good effect, especially | fectly satisfied with it. 

in rural constituencies, in inducing non-) Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he 
members of friendly societies to recon- | congratulated the hon. Gentleman oppo 
sider their position. He desired very | site on having piloted through the rather 
cordially to support the Third Reading of troubled waters through which a private 
the Bill. ' Member’s Bill had to pass in the House of 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Commons # measure which he thought 
Chesterfield) said he wished to congratu- | would be very useful, but which no one 
late the hon. Member for South Somerset | Would deny was extremely important, 
on having brought the Bill into its pre- | *S tt introduced a valuable principle into 
sent successful position. He also con- the present outdoor relief system. He 
gratulated the Government on_ their thought the Bill would be the forerunner 
changed attitude from a vear ago. and he | 0 further measures of the same character. 

p46 c y Ue ASV, o 2 
thought that the General Election had | He did not, however, really know why 
educated them more than anything else, | 2 exception should be made in favour 
The hon. Member for East Nottingham °F friendly societies, and why persons 
objected to the Bill because he said it | Who had deposited money in friendly 
would affect the independence of friendly | Societies should be entitled to relief, 
societies, but he did not advance a single Whereas ates who had put money 
argument in support of that contention. | into the Government savings bank 
The societies would be quite depen. Should not have a similar advantage. 
ies would be quite as indepen bene 
dent as they were before, and he thought Chat was a new principle, and would 
the Bill would help them by encouraging | necessitate further legislation. He re- 
people to join. Poor law guardians | cognised entirely that the friendly socie- 
were mostly in favour of the Bill, and | ties had done most valuable and benefi- 
from the ratepayer’s point of view, it was | Cent work for the poorer classes, but 
undoubtedly a very important question. |they were not the only means of en- 
If the hon. Member for East Notting- | Couraging thrift. He hoped the measure 
would become an Act of Parliament, and 
he believed that it would be the fore- 
runner of other measures of a similar 


ham represented a constituency where 
friendly societies were strong, his view 
on the Bill would be very different from 
that which he expressed. The hon, | character. 

Member said that the Bill was the) *Cotonen BLUNDELL (Lancashire. 
beginning of a great social reform, but‘ Ince) said he thought the Bill ought to 
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include other classes. There were, for | from so doing, was to be shut out from 
instance, pensioners whose pensions the benefits of this legislation because 
were insufficient to support them, and he | his society was not to be termed a friendly 
thought the measure ought to compre-| society under the terms of this Bill, 
hend such persons and others similarly | Perhaps he had not made his point clear. 
situated. But supposing a railway servant receiving 

Mr. JACKSON (Leeds, N.) said he | 5s. a week from his benefit society was, 
was really in a difficulty with regard to under some untortunate circumstances, 
the Bill, because, as had been pointed | obliged to appeal to the parish for relief, 
out, it was not known that the Bill had| would he be permitted to retain that 
been amended in Committee. He now | five shillings: and yet have the benefit 
understood that the words “ sick pay ” | of parish relief? If the author of the 
had been struck out, but surely that | Bill did not make that plain he would 
entirely altered the character of the! leave grave doubts in the minds of the 
Bill, and with all respect to the hon.| House. There were other societies be- 
Member opposite, who took to task the | sides so-called friendly Societies which 
hon. Member for Peckham for asking | promoted thrift. He himself had had 
for a definition of friendly societies, he | the honour of taking an active part in 
had been honestly striving to find a/the amendment of the law relating to 
definition which would apply to friendly | building societies. In his own con- 
societies as mentioned in the Bill, and | stituency they had seme of the most 
so far as he knew there was no such defi- | important and he believed some of the 
nition. The hon. Member who moved, largest building societies, and he believed 
the Third Reading of the Bill appealed | they were the most solvent in the king- 
to the House to encourage thrift. He | dom, and what he wanted to know was, 
entirely agreed, as he thought it was ex-| Whether a man who had set aside in 
tremely desirable that thrift should be | these societies money to provide against 
encouraged; but the becoming a the future was to be excluded from 
member of a friendly society was not | the benefits of the Act. — It was obvious 
the only method of encouraging thrift, | that the man who contributed to a build- 





and so long as the words “sick pay ” 


remained in the Bill---- 

Sik WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): May I point out to the hon. 
Gentleman that in the last clause of the 
Bill the words “ sick pay ” are retained ? 


Mr. JACKSON said that if that was so 
it made a great difference as regards the 
definition of the Bill, and he apologised 
for having misunderstood it in that 
particular. The fact that the words 
“sick pay’’ were retained made it 
much more easy to determine or define 
to what persons the Bill would apply. 
But he would point out that there were 
only certain societies which gave sick 
pay. Would an accident society, or one 
of the societies connected with the great 
railway companies which made good the 
wages of a railway servant for a number 
of weeks up to his full pay and for a 
certain number of other weeks up to his 
half pay? That was how it worked out, 
and he would like to know whether 
au man who had contributed his own 


money to. a socicty, in the expectation | 


of getting a certain amount of benefit 
Col. Blundell. 


jing society was doing just as much to 
j make provision for the evil day as the 
i}man who contributed to a friendly 
| society, and yet they had his hon. friend 
‘the Member for East Nottingham saying 
| that the new form of legislation whieh 
'was going to alter the general law 
apparently applied to one class only. 
i He thought the Bill ought to benefit 
all classes who had attempted to provide 
‘for themselves. He thought the Bil 
_was'a defective Bill, and he agreed with his 
hon. friend the Member for East Notting 
‘ham that it had either stopped short or 
had gone too far; if the Bill was for the 
purpose of benefiting those who exer 
cised thrift, it ought to extend to al 
alike and not only to members of friendly 
| societies. He was not opposed to friendly 
| societies, and had always done what he 
_ could to promote and encourage them, and 
therefore he could not be open to the 
suspicion of having any objection t 
friendly societies; but they ought to be 
fair and equitable and extend an equil 
| advantage to all who have practised the 
same virtue and made the same struggle 
to provide for their old age. 
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CoLoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 
said that as a Member for an agrieultural 
constituency he took a great interest in 


the Bill, and he would appeal to his hon. | 


friends to look at the good portions of 
the Bill and endeavour to pass it. 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
North Leeds had undoubtedly pointed 
out defects in the Bill, and the hon. 
Member for East Nottingham, with 
great honesty of purpose, and speaking 
on a subject with which he was well 
acquainted, also pointed out defects, but 
he would ask his hon. friends to look 
upon the Bill as an instalment. Friendly 
societies generally had had a very great 
struggle in agricultural districts, but 
they were now beginning to make their 
way among the agricultural labourers, 
who were fighting shy of the so-called 
“slate clubs,’ held in public houses, 
which were no use to them in their old 
age, and they were discovering the neces- 
sity of joining friendly societies. He 
knew of no Bill that the friendly societies 
were more anxious to have. That there 
were omissions in it he was prepared to 
acknowledge. His hon. and _ gallant 
friend had pointed out one, namely, 
Army pensioners, and he hoped that that 
class would receive some consideration, 
and that railway and other societies 
should be eventually added, but he 
would appeal to hon. Members not to 
throw the Bill out at the present moment. 
He believed the intention was a good one, 
and that though the measure might 
infringe some part of the sacred Poor 
Laws, which were looked upon with such 
respect by some hon. Members, he 
believed it would do incalculable good to 
friendly societies and to agricultural 
labourers generally 

Sir JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, 
Barnard Castle) said he also desired to 
congratulate the hon. Member. He agreed 


that the Bill did not go far enough, and | 


that all persons in receipt of an allowance 
from any society to which he directly or 
indirectly contributed should be included. 
The principle on which outdoor relief 
should be given was that the amount 
should be sufficient, in addition to what 
the recipient was receiving from any 
other source, to fit him to return to work 
as soon ,as possible. All the friendly 
societies in his eonstituency had urged 
him to support the Bill, and he trusted 
the House would give it a Third Reading. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stat 
fordshire, Lichfield) said that he too 
wished that the Bill had gone a great deal 
further, and had included Army pen- 
sioners, and men belonging to railway 
societies who were in receipt of grants. 
But the friendly societies had encouraged 
thrift more than any others, especially 
that kind of thrift which saved the rates, 
and for that reason he thought that the 
principle of the Bill should be established. 
They were all indebted to the friendly 
societies for the good they did, and he 
would have been glad if the Bill had gone 
even further in their favour. If the Bill 
were carried into law it would not only be 
a good thing for the friendly societies, 
but it would effect a saving of the rates, 
by encouraging men to join the societies. 
He hoped the discussion would soon be 
brought to an end, as many hon. Members 
appeared to be inclined to continue the 
debate, with the object of preventing 


another Bill being discussed. 
Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) said he had the 


greatest respect for friendly societies, 
and {considered that they had an addi- 
tional claim on the sympathy of Parlia- 
ment because they seldom came forward 
to ask for legislation, and he was pre- 
pared, therefore, tolook on the Bill with 
the most favourable eye. But he would 
like to know what this Bill was going to 
do. The Bill of 1894 was an enabling 
Bill. It enabled boards of guardians to 
grant or withhold relief entirely at their 
discretion to or from members of friendly 
societies, and to grant relief to any person 
notwithstanding whether he was or was 
not in receipt of a grant from a friendly 
society. Had that discretion been abused? 
If so, he had never heard of it. Looking 
at the Bill as it stood, did it mean that the 
guardians ought to take into considera- 
tion what a man received from a friendly 
society ? Did it mean that if a friendly 
society gave a man l6s. a week the 
guardians ought to ‘deduct 5s. a week, 
'and treat him as if he had only 11s. a 
week? Jt seemed to him that the Bill 
would not place boards of guardians in a 
very different position to what they were 
‘under the present legislation. The 
| boards of guardians who had been nig- 
| gardly and grudging under the Act of 
1894 would not change their nature and 
increase: their relief under the Act of 
‘1901. 
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Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, N.) | first on the Report stage. It occasionally 
said he supported the Bill most heartily. leads to inconvenience and difficulty, 
One especial reason why the House but it cannot be departed from now. — 
should pass the Bill at once was that ati  Dilias 
it et legalise what was done every | Mr. RENSHAW said he was quite 
day of the week. On the whole, whether | willing to take a division as to whether 
it was legal or illegal, boards of guardians | the Bill should or should not extend to 
had always been glad to grant where | 9¢otland. 
necessary outdoor relief to members| A _ Clause (Definitions, Scotland), 
of friendly societies, and the Bill would | brought up, and read the first time— 
legalise a practice which has been in| (Mr. Renshaw.) 
operation for many years. 


; Motion made, and Question proposed, 
Question put, and agreed to. 


| 
| ** That the Clause be read a second time,” 
Bill read the third time and passed. | Sim WALTER FOSTER said that if the 


CREMATION BILL [Lords]. Lord Advocate had no objection to offer 


' on behalf of the Scotch Office, the Amend- 


Ri llagecauner te | in Panag Com: | ment might be accepted. 


Me. RENSHAW said the clause} Mk. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W,) 
which he desired to propose defined | Sd - _ id 1 hig J desiralile 
certain expressions in the appli-| 24) “ne touse should have an expres- 
cation of the Bill to Scotland. He Sion of opinion from the Front Bench 
sealed not understand why Scotland | With regard to the views of the Govern. 
had been treated exceptionally in respect — ee i ee 
feremation. It could not be that Scot |“ “ _— eve tae Om 
oy enemas * wee sep ggi . some guidance. It did seem very curious 
land was not favourable to cremation, ae cha aie in, tener dicen ‘a 
hecause in the report issued by the *™ ae a e new clause pro- 
Scottish Cremation Society it was stated veg ae — heomet 
that the number of cremations was | ¢°"“ ‘ ape! egara =o 
ey ning etry par, an cated he, wl eo 
every satisfaction hac een expressec maar ’ ; .* sae ' 
at the arrangement at the crematorium. a a apply rt hae 
In a pamphlet which had been issued he a tp ssainidllir wilhins 1 akan 
observed that the system which had been | *"" , oon ee Fonda 
adopted in —_— in respect of crema- | seiner ety Figg A cgng sagen 
tion was as effective as any system esta- | 7 : : . —?s oe 
blished in England, and the apparatus edhe ng aed a 
was one of the best. He hoped the ; : ee . 
House would, therefore, gather that | 5° a _oe gion wing 
Scotland was not behindhand in matters dl poate Rcrsemtontng Tt did wot pe 
associated with cremation. The hon. | *" - ee ee ws 
ence for West Aberdeenshire was | the House much information. He had 
one of the presidents of the first cremation | in Taree gong res ? be 
societies in Scotland, and he hoped the | Hai he “ nals as maa “oe 
hon. Member would inform the House | (° rel F oii wrwe - all. It 
as to the desirability of giving local |v emed “4 Si ilie SF Gets leis soit 
authorities in Scotland the same oppor- | °*~ ded @ ar Ir ne 
tunities as regards cremation as were extended to Scotlanc and to Ireland, 
comer Plead it should be remitted back to the Grand 
as ante ini . ., Committee on Law, that they might 
Lord HUGH CECIL asked, on a point | consider the proposed extension of the 
of order, whether the clause ought not Bil] to Scotland and to Ireland, and that 
to be postponed until the House had the House might receive some assistance 
considered Clause 10, which stated that ‘from the Grand Committee. He did 
the Bill should not apply to either Scot-| not see many representatives from 
land or Ireland. Ireland present. Possibly they had 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The practice of the | not taken into consideration that an 
House compels new clauses to be taken | Amendment extending the Bill to Ireland 
i 
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would be brought forward. He be- burial boards; therefore he thought 
lieved that the Irish members were the House ought carefully to consider 
particularly averse to this new mode the amount of the pecuniary resources 
of dealing with dead bodies by cremation, of the local authorities in imposing a 
and if they had thought the Amend-, burden of this kind upon them. 


ment would be brought forward they ‘ ' , 
would have had something to say 4 Dr. FARQUHARSON said there was 
the matter. Personally, if the Bill was * V@'Y large and well-equipped crema- 
earricd «through this House, with the Sonam 1 Glasgow working very success- 
insertion of the proposed new clause fully. 
extending it to Scotland, he could see *\Mp. TOMLINSON said that was not 
uo objection to its extension to Ireland. his point. What he would like to ask 
What was sauce for the goose was sauce was, what was included under the 
ir the gander. He hoped the Lord) tern “parish council’? in Seotland, 
Advocate would give the House some and whether a parish council or a town 
vice on the matter, council was in all cases a proper body 
Me. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said to set up a crematorium. He should 
that, so far as he could see, there was hesitate very long before entrusting 
no objection to the extension of the such a duty to parish councils in 
Bill to Scotland ; but, while that was England, so many of which were very 
his personal opinion, he had had no small bodies. 
opportunity of consulting the Local gi THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
(Government Board of Scotland. There N.) said that the Irish members were 
were some expressions in the clause opposed to the application of the Bill 
proposed by the hon. Member for Ren- to freland, and he did not know whether 
irewshire which would require to be jt was seriously intended to move an 
iltered. If the clause was read a Amendment to that effect. 
scoud time, he would, therefore, move 
wme verbal amendments upon it. ts mam — — - — 
? . shesaies under discussion related only to the 
Dr. FARQUHARSON | (Aberdecn- application of the Bill to Scotland. 
shire, W.) said, speaking as one of its 


vice-presidents, that the Cremation . SIR THOMAS ESMONDE said _ that 
Society of Scotland was very strongly it the Bill was not to be extended to 
in favour of the proposed extension to Ireland the Irish representatives would 
Scotland. He hoped the Secretary for offer no opposition to it. 

Scotl r ake into very serious ; aircon eee ‘ 

otland would take ae a ns | =i WALTER FOSTER pointed out 
consideration the responsibility placed : vagher ! : 

eee Gin. saan Cleese Aah an hae that it was expressly provided in the 
ovlbegs fe “"® | Bill that it should not apply to Ireland. 


regulations for cremation. 

Si Mr. BANBURY said he was very glad 
*Mp oT rat T reg Ss: > . ° “a 
; Mr. TOMLINSON (I - ston) aid he that the Bill was going to apply to Scot- 
iad been a member of the Standing | j, ng because if the Bill was a good Bill 
Vommittee, and he thought it was un- i¢ ought to apply to Scotland. “They in 
fortunate, in the position in which the | proland ought not to keep all the good 
1 rg ‘ re rar , ‘ . oO : . he 
bil now stood, wig Phoigy? — rs things to themselves. His hon. friend 
ven no adequate time between the the Member for Salford said he could not 
nomination of the Committee and its understand what would happen if this 
‘itting to give that close examination Qouse were passed when Clause 10 
a = Bill whieh eles amt re ers specifically declared that the Bill should 
itthat that was the reason for the Amend- not apply to Ireland or Scotland ; but 
ments now on the Paper. He ques- },4 had Amendments to Clause 10 to 
tioned whether the clause as framed make the Bill apply to Scotland and Ire- 


would not carry the construction and jing He fully intended to move these 
use of crematoria to a much larger | 4) endments 


xtent in Scotland than would be the) 
ase in Kugland. Whenever the Bill Lorp HUGH CECIL ventured to 
vas put into foree it would involve a! suggest to his hon. friend who had moved 
vnsiderable amount of expense to the this clause that he would be well advised 
VOL. XCV, [FourTH Serigs.| § 2K 
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in withdrawing it at this stage, and it | 
could be discussed on a re-committal of , 
the Bill at the Third Reading. They 
could not deal under this clause with the 
national cireumstances of each country. 
It seemed to him a very strange thing 
that a parish council, if it were anything 
like an English parish council, should be 
allowed to make a crematorium. From 
that point of view it was most desirable 
that the matter should be considered in a 
regular way in Committee, and that, | 
therefore, this Bill should be re-com- 
mitted. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.), as 
one of the members of the Grand Com- 
mittee, said that the question of applying 
the Bill to Scotland or Ireland had never 
been raised in Committee, and it was an 
unreasonable thing to introduce it now. 
On those benches they were not at all 
disposed to obstruct the Bill as applied to 
England, nor even to extending it to 
Scotland ; but if the hon. Member for | 
Peckham persisted with his Amendment 
in applying the Bill to Ireland, the Irish | 
Members must protect themselves and | 
oppose the whole Bill. 


Mr. BANBURY said he should cer- 
tainly move his Amendment applying | 
the Bill to Ireland. 


Mr. JORDAN said it appeared to him | 
that the hon. Gentleman's intention 
was to block the whole Bill. 


Toe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) 
said he represented mainly the views of , 
the Government, which he must. say, 
as far as the Bill was concerned, looked 
upon its application, at present restricted, 
as an extremely useful measure. The 
question of its application to Ireland or 
Scotland was never before the Committee, 
and he should be sorry if the Bill were 
amended so as to endanger its passing. He 
would remind hon. Members that, as to 
the applicability of the Bill, it was not a 
Bill to authorise cremation, which was 
perfectly legal at the present time, but to 
place cremation under proper rules and 
regulations laid down by the Home 
Office. Having regard to the fact that 
cremation was being carried on to a very 
large and increasing extent in England 
without any Government rules, as there | 
were in the case of burials, he thought it | 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 


{COMMONS} 


| 





Bill, 864 


would be wise if the House allowed the 
Bill to pass without being hampered by 
the introduction of Scotland or Ireland, 
There might be no objection to its appliea- 
tion to Seotland, but certainly as re. 
garded Ireland there was no_ pressing 
case for applying it to that country. It 
would be most inconvenient if they 
entered into practically a new discussion, 
on new lines, on a matter which might 
imperil the whole Bill. 


Mr. RENSHAW said that, having 
regard to the speeches of some hon, 
Members, he desired to point out that 
the parish or town councils would be 


‘the only authorities which could be 


affected by the application of the Bill to 
Scotland. He must remind the noble 
Lord that parish councils in Scotland 
were not the small affairs he seemed to 
suppose. For instance, the parish of the 
city of Glasgow had a population of over 


700,000 people. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON said he did not 
say that a jparish council being the 
burial authority was necessarily unfit 
to be entrusted with the carrying out 
of the Bill. What he asked was whether 
there were not some parish councils 
whose pecuniary resources were not 
large enough to make it light for them 
to construct crematoria. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, §.) said 
the speech of the Solicitor General was 
an illustration of some mistakes that 
were made. He intended to support 
the clause of his hon. friend for the 
extension of the Bill to Scotland, and 
afterwards to submit a motion for its 
extension to Ireland. He was very glad 
that the House reserved to itself the 
right to full consideration of the Bill 
after being sent down by the Grand 
Committee. If there was anything in 
the Bill that was good for England, he 
could not for the life of him see why 
it should not be extended to the United 
Kingdom. Taking all things into cor- 


' sideration, the hon. Member for Renfrev- 


shire, in the interests of his own proposal. 
should withdraw his clause at this stage. 


‘for the purpose of moving it afterwards 


when the Bill was recommitted. It 
would also be necessary to have definition 
clauses in respect to Ireland as well as to 
Scotland, 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | all, whatever else might be said about it, 


. . . | 
FE.) said that this was a measure in| 


which he took a very great interest, 
and he rose for the purpose of saying | 
that if it was proceeded with, as sent 
down by the Grand Committee, it would | 
meet with no opposition from the Irish | 
Members. It was perfectly clear, how- | 
ever, that the object of the hon. Member | 
for Peckham was not to extend the Bill | 
to Scotland and Ireland, but to prevent | 
the Bill being extended to England. | 
So far as the hon. Gentleman’s action | 
went, it was refreshing to think that he 
had taken a new line, because, as a rule, | 
he took steps to prevent any Bill being | 
passed for any country whatever. It | 
the representatives of England desired | 
this Bill they were entitled to have it ; | 
but they from Ireland were certainly | 
entitled to object to its application to) 
Ireland. As to the application to Seot- | 


land, the extraordinary thing was that | 
if there was a great desire on the part of | 
the Scotch people that it should be | 
extended to Scotland, that should have | 
been voiced on this occasion, not by the 
representatives of Scotland, but by the | 
representative of Peckham, which, after 


AY 
1 Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Acland- Hood, Capt.Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anstruther, H. T. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Colomb,Sir- 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Johnt ‘harlesReady 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) | 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C, 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


could not claim to have the advantage 
of being in Scotland. It showed, at any 
rate, that the Scotch people were not very 
keen upon the subject. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
thought it was very desirable that the 
Bill should be extended to Scotland, 
but he would suggest that a considerable 
part of the clause moved by the hon. 
Member for Renfrewshire was not neces- 
sary. It defined what a “ Burial Au- 
thority ” in Scotland was ; but he con- 
tended that Clause 2 of the Bill, as it 
stood, contained a definition of a burial 
authority quite wide enough to include 
parish councils or town councils in 
Scotland if they performed the duties 
of a burial board in England. He 
suggested to his hon. friend that he 
would be well-advised to leave out that 
part of the clause. The other portions 
defining the Local Government Board 
of Scotland and the Secretary for Scot- 
land were necessary. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 199 : Noes, 
87. (Division List No. 262.) 
ES. 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
| Graham, Henry Rebert 
Gretton, John 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Groves, James Grimble 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
| Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
| Hayter, Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D, 


Baird, John GeorgeAlexander 
Balfour, Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) 
sanbury, Frederick George 
Bayley, ‘Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Butcher, John George 
Cameron, Robert 
Carson, Rt. Hon.iSir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C W (Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Coddington, Sir William 


Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidst’ne 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fenwick, Charles 


| Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) | 
| Fisher, William Hayes 


Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W.(Derby County) | 
Galloway, William Johnson | 
Garfit, William | 
Gibbs, HnA.G. H. oo 


| Goddard, Daniel For« 


Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


; Gordon, Hn.J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
{ Gorst, Rt. Hon,Sir John Eldon 


Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hornby, Sir Wm. Henry 


| Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 


Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Mid, Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea 
Jones, Wim. ;(Carnarvonshire) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James ; 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Leigh, Sir Joseph Pilkington,Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Carrie | Plummer- Walter R. 
Leng, Sir John ' Price, Robert John 


Adjournment of 


Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lough, Thomas 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Massey-Mainwaring, Ho. W.F 
Morgan, Hn Fred. (Moni thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. .A. (Depttord) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Kt. Hn AGrahaii( Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham | 


Palmer, George W.\(Reading) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn. WmRobert Wellesley 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, Sir John 

Bazot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B. (Hants 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Boland, John 

Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell,Rt. Hn.J A(Glasgow 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dufty, William J. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

FitzGerald SirRobert Penrose- 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

| Randles, John §S. 

| Rankin, Sir James 

| Rea, Russell 

| Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley,Hn M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eilion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbizhs) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb,Tynes e 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spear, John Ward 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 
Thomas, Able (Carmarthen E. 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
NOES. 
Gilhooly, James 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hammond, John 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hope.J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw.H. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lundon, W. 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, 7’. 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Tan 
Montagu,Hn.J.Scett (Hants.) 
Mooney, John J. 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry &. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, J. “ 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
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Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, ’.Freeman-(H astings 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay, T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, Geo. (York,W. R.) 
Whitlev, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palme: 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N,) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wollffl, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Renshaw and Dr. 
Farquharson. 


O’Doniell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

(Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
(Malley, Willian 

O’ Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 
Pease,SirJoseph W.(Durhain) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, Jolin E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 

Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 

Seton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset 

Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 

Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 

Stroyan, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick(Meath, North) 

Wilson,Chas. Henry(Hull, W.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Lord Hugh Cecil and Mr. 
Knowles. 


Clause added. 

It being after half-past Five of the clock, 
further proceeding on consideration, as 
amended (by the Standing Committee), 
stood adjourned. 

Bill, as amended (by the Standing 
ommittee), to be further considered 
ypon Wednesday next. 


PRESTATYN WATER BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments; Re 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Adjourned at twenty-live minutes 
before Six of the clock. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 20th June, 1901. 


VISCOUNT BARRINGTON. 
EARL OF GOSFORD. 

Ordered and Directed, by the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament 
assembled, That Certificates be sent by 
the Clerk of the Parliaments to the 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating 
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: Kingdom has reported to the House of 
Lords that the right of the Viscount 
Barrington and of the Earl of Gosford 
to vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established 
|» to the satisfaction of him the said Lord 
. Chancellor ; and that the House of Lords 
has ordered such reports to be sent to the 
said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland: 
and it is hereby also Ordered, That the 
said Reports of the said Lord Chancellor 
be sent to the Clerk of the Crown in 
Ireland. 


the Member. 


M 


indicates revisio 






ch 


TOOK THE OATH. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
“ments had laid upon the Table the 
< Certificates from the Examiners that the 


SF a Spec 


mre ne 


s 


conmimence 


th 


y further Standing Orders applicable to 


~ the following Bills have been complied 
Y with :— 
Aldeburgh Corporation (Water). 
Humber Commercial Railway and 
Dock. 

And also the Certificate that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have not been com- 
plied with :— 

Clyde Valley Electrical Power. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


{20 JUNE 1901} 


that the Lord Chancellor of the United | 
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to the Standing Orders Committee on 


Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [u.1.]. 

teport from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill, the Com- 
mittee having found that the petitioners 
had no locus standi before them; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table; the 
Orders made on the 17th and 20th of 
May last discharged, and Bill committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Monday next. 








WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [n.1.]. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
without amendment, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole House on 
Monday next. 











CROMER WATER BILL. 
CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER 
BILL. 


Examiners’ Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
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TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [u.1.]. 
teported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on 
Monday next. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 
TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed; the Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 
CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS BILL. 
Read 2“ and committed. 


LONDON, 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 2¢, and committed; the Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 
BURY CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 24%, and committed. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM 
WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS) BILL. 
METROPOLITAN RAILWAY, BILL. 


SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND MALTBY 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 24, and committed; the Com 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 

21L 
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DUBLIN CORPORATION 
ETC.) BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed. 


(MARKETS, 


MOND BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed; 


GAS 
the Com- 


mittee to be proposed by the Committee 


of Selection. 


WORCESTER TRAMWAYS BILL [n.t.]. 


NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) GAS BILL 
[11.L. J. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


HORLEY DISTRICT GAS BILL. 
tead 3%, and passed. , 


SMETHWICK CORPORATION BILL [u.1.], 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [u.1.]. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [1.1.]. 


Read 3°, and passed. and sent to the 
Commons. 
CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 
LEATHERHEAD GAS BILL. 
Read 34, with the Amendments. and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 
BLACKBURN CORPORATION BILL. 
BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 
WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
BILL. 
read 


YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 
3rought trom the Commons ; 
1“; and referred to the Examiners. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
(CANADA DOCK WORKS, ETC.) BILL 
(H.-L. ]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


BURY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS BILL. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


Returned from the Commons 
the Amendments agreed to. 


with 


LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. 


teport from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
Committee having found that the peti 
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| tioners had no locus standi before them; 
‘read, and ordered to lie on the Table; 


the Orders made on the 28th of March 
and 20th of May last discharged ; and 
the Bill committed. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [u.t.]. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table; the Orders made on the 10th 
instant and Friday last discharged ; and 
the Bill committed for Monday next. 


PROVISIONAL 
(BARNES, 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
©TC.) BILL [u.1.]. 

teport from the Select Committee, 

That the Committee had not proceeded 

with the consideration of the Bill, the 

opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read. and ordered to lie on the 

Table ; the Orders made on the 10th 

instant and Friday last discharged ; and 

the Bill committed for Monday next. 


AND IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [n.t.]. 

teported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


RUGBY WATER 


AYR COUNTY BUILDINGS PROVISIONAL 

ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL  [u.1.]. 

Nead =2¢ (according to Order), and 
(pursuant to the Private Legislature 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed 
to have been reported from the Com- 
mittee ; Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday 
next. 


ARIZONA COPPER COMPANY. LIMITED. 
ORDER CONFIRMATIOW BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1“; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1889) deemed to have been read 
2” and reported from the Committee. 
(No. 123). 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 1) BILL. (No. 124.) 
INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. (No. 125.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. (No. 126.) 





Business. &72 


Examil 


RE 


Twer 
Accour 
Edueat 


No. 
1900). 


I. A 


Il. M 


Prese 
to lie o 


IND 

Retu 
under 1 
liament 
India 
ment o 
March, 
and tot 


Abst: 
in Eng 
central 
societie: 
ber, 18 


eded 
, no 
ition 
the 
10th 
and 


NAL 
VES, 


ttee, 
ded 
the 
‘ith- 
the 
Oth 
a nd 


873 Drunkards 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. (No. 127.) 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 


VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
(No. 128.) 
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COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. 
Account of receipts and 
under the Act during the 

31st March, 1901. 


payments 
year ended 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | 


VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF THE | 


WORKING CLASSES) BILL. (No. 129.) 


LOCAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING -OF 
CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. (No. 130.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. (No. 131.) 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISION AL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. (No. 132.) 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. (No. 133.) 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1“; to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


Twenty-eighth Annual Report by the | 
Scotch | 


Accountant for Scotland to the 
Education Department. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 323. St. Helena (Report for 
1900). 


TRADE REPORTS. 
I. Annual Series : 
No. 2632. Moroceo (Dar-al-Baida). 
Il. Miscellaneous Series : 
No. 555. Russia (Mineral 
Metallurgical Industries). 


and 
Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 

INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). 


Return of all loans raised in India 
under the Provisions of any Acts of Par- 


liament chargeable on the revenues of 


India outstanding at the commence- 
ment of the half-year ended on the 31st 
March, 1901, with the rates of interest 
and total amount payable thereon, ete. 


LOAN SOCIETIES. 
Abstract of accounts of loan societies 
in England and Wales furnished to the 
central office for the registry of frie ndly | 


societies, for the year ended 31st Decem- | 
ber, 1899. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
WORKING | 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853-91 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCES). 
Licence granted by His Majesty to Jane 
| Horner, a convict under detention in 
| Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said 
| Jane Horner to be at large on condi- 
|tion that she enter the Elizabeth Fry 


| Refuge, Hackney. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (MIDDLESEX). 
| Order made by the County Council of 
| Middlesex dividing the parish of Harrow- 
| on-the-Hill into convenient polling dis- 
| tricts. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
| Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN 
AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 
Petition against alteration of; of 
inhabitants of Southwick; read, and 

ordered to lie on the Table. 


DRUNKARDS BILL fit}. 
Order of the day for the Third Reading 
read, 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 3¢.— 


(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
THe Earn or FEVERSHAM: My 


Lords, I yield to no one in my desire 
that those who are guilty of the vice of 
drunkenness should he curbed as much 
but, at the same time, I 
this Bill to be passed 
without entering my protest against 
the extreme stringency of the clause 
which makes it an offence, punishable 
by fine, for a man to obtain, or to attempt 
to obtain, even a glass of beer within 
| three years of his having been convicted 
‘as an habitual dranined. I do not 
‘think it would be right to enact such 
a clause, and I doubt very much whether 
it is supported by public opinion. As 
| the Bill has been through the Standing 


| one 


as possible ; 
eannot allow 
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Committee of your Lordships’ House, | 
do not propose to move an Amendment ; 


but I could not allow the Bill to pass | 


without entering a protest. 


EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I do 
not wish to enter into a discussion on 
the merits of this Bill, but merely to 
point out that it has been treated in 
a very remarkable way; for, though 
it remains in the name of the right rev. 
Prelate, the noble Lord who represents 
the Home Office has practically cut out 
all the enacting clauses and inserted 
clauses which represent the views of 
the Government on the subject. I am 
very anxious to know whether, when 
this Bill goes to another place, it will be 
called a Government Bill. I think I 
may almost claim that, though it is not 
a Government Bill here, it will be taken 


up as a Government Bill in the other, 


House. No doubt the noble Marquess 
opposite will be able to tell me whether 
or not the Government intend to press 
the measure forward. It is the custom 
in another place for the Leader of the 
House to state at a certain period of the 
year what Bills are intended or hoped to 


be passed. We have never, so far as I 


know, had such a statement in this 
House ; but I think we have a right to 


know whether this is one of the Bills 
which the Government intend to pass, 
or whether it is not. So far as I can see, 
it is not referred to by the Leader of 
the House of Commons as one of the 
measures which the Government intend 
to pass. In the Speech from the Throne 
it was stated that legislation had been 
prepared for various things, including 
the prevention of drunkenness in licensed 
houses and public places. I imagine 
that the description would apply directly 
to this Bill as altered by His Majesty's 
Government. As it is a matter of deep 
interest, I venture to ask whether this 
is practically the Bill which was men- 
tioned in the King’s Speech, and whether 
the Government intend to press it 
forward in another place and try to pass 
it into law. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Satts- 
BuRY) : My Lords, I cannot help repeating 
what I said on a previous occasion— 
that I believe the noble Earl 


The Earl of Feversham. 


{LORDS} 


| punctilious about this matter. 


/the name of Lord Belper. 


is too. 





Biil. 
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It does 
not seem to me to matter very much 
whether this Bill passes with the name 
of the right rev. Prelate on the back or 
My in- 
pression is that there has never been 
any jealousy about this subject in this 
House, and that such interchange of 
procedure as may seem to be dictated 
by the convenience of the moment has 
always been readily adopted without 
being made the subject of exception on 
the part of the Opposition. I cannot 
conceive what objection can be made to 
the procedure that has been followed, 
and what advantage those who object 
will think to come from the statement 
of such objections. 


EarL SPENCER: I did not object; 
I only criticised the procedure. 

THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
Of course, if the noble Lord draws 
that strong distinction between an 
objection and criticism, I am_ bound 
to accept it ; but of course I am rather 
stepping out of my place. It is not my 
business—it would be impertinent of 
me, perhaps—to take into consideration 
the criticisms of the noble Earl; but 
the objections of the noble Earl it is 
undoubtedly part of my duty to refute. 
But, treating that matter as one of ex- 
ceedingly small importance, and one that 
is not worth discussing, I come to the 
graver point of the noble Lord’s opposi- 
tion, which is a question as to what 
treatment we shall assign to the Bill 
when it leaves these walls. The noble 
Lord seemed to think himself in some 
degree wronged because my right hon. 
friend the Leader of the House of Com- 
mons, in stating those Bills which were 
to be dealt with in that place, did not 
mention this Bill. But it has never 
been the practice to mention what is to 
be done with Bills in either place of the 
Legislature until those Bills are on the 
Table of the House which is to deal with 
them ; and it would have been highly 
improper for my right hon. friend to 
assume that this Bill would pass this 
House and to announce his intention ot 
dealing with it. 


Ear, SPENCER: My point was that 


it was mentioned in the King’s Speech. 
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877 Licensing 


of course, does not affect the question 
of how it was to be dealt with in either 
House of Parliament. I am bound to 
say I wish I could give the noble Earl 
more abundant information than is in 
my power ; but his experience of public 
affairs is almost as long as mine, and it 
must have often occurred to him to 
notice that Ministers frequently hope 
to pass Bills which they are ultimately 
unable to pass. 
in the human breast,” and more 
vigorously in the ministerial breast 
than in any other. But again and again 
have [ seen the hopes of February and 
March dashed by the realities of June 
and July. I am unable to tell the noble 
Lord whether this Bill will be passed or 
not. The Government strongly desire 
it to pass. It will appear as a Govern- 
ment Bill, and will have that mysterious 
asterisk, which means so much in the 
other House, fixed to it on the notice 
Paper, and whatever opportunities the 


they will undoubtedly avail themselves of. 
But whether the time at the disposal 
of the Government—at the disposal of 
the House of Commons—is adequate to 
the strain that will be put upon it by this 
and other Bills is a matter in regard 
to which I am unable to prophesy. I 
think it depends more upon the action of 
many persons with whom the noble 
Earl opposite has more political connec- 
tion than I can pretend to have. He, 
I have no doubt, would desire that we 
should pass this Bill; and if he could 
spread his hopeful and sanguine spirit 
and hearty co-operation to all those who 
profess to follow the leading of the party 
to which he belongs I have no doubt 
that we should pass this Bill. Whether 
that will happen or not is a matter which 
must be left, like other subjects of pro- 
phecy, for actual experience of events to 
show. 


On Question, agreed to: Bill read 34 | 


accordingly, and passed, and sent to the | 
Commons. 
| 
| 


LICENSING BILL [u.t.]. | 
(Tumrp Reaprie.] | 


Order of the Day for the Third Reading | 
read. | 
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THE MARQUEsS OF SALISBURY : That, | 


‘“ Hope springs eternal | 


ved . -. | touch the liquor question at all. 
Government may have of passing it’ uch the liquor question at all 


| present 
' is a matter on which all the commissioners 
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Moved, that the Bill be now read 34.— 
(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 3“. 


Moved, that the Bill do now pass.— 
(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


THe Earn of CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, on the question that the Bill be 
passed I would venture to make an appeal 
to the Government. The Government, 
have explained to the right rev. Prelate 
that while they were prepared to make 
themselves responsible for the Drunkards 
Bill, they were not prepared to take any 
responsibility with regard to this Bill, 
but I hope it may not be too late for them 
to reconsider their decision. This is a 
very useful, though a very small, Bill, 
which carries out recommendations con- 
tained in both the Majority and Minority 
Report of the Royal Commission. The 
three propositions in the Bill do not 
One 
of them is a matter of common sense. 
It is that a justice shall not be disqualified 
for acting at licensing sessions because he 
happens to be the owner of railway 
shares, and thereby, as railway companies 
own refreshment rooms, is indirectly 
connected with the liquor traffic. That 
disqualification has been constantly dis- 
regarded in practice, and the proposal 
in this Bill to do away with it has the 
approval of all sensible persons. The 
second point is that the clerk to the 
justices shall not have anything to do 
with the granting or transferring of 
licences in the district in which he acts 
and in adjoining districts. I think 
every one of your Lordships who has 
taken part in the administration of the 
licensing laws must frequently have 
experienced the undesirability of the 
state of affairs. This, again, 


—wereagreed. The third point is that the 
licensing sessions shall be held in March 
instead of in September; and that is an 
alteration which, I believe, everyone 
desires to see made. So far as I know, 
that is the whole substance of the Bill. 
It is a small and unambitious Bill, but it 
may effect much good, and it is not likely 
to give rise to any contention, and [ 
hope the Government will see their way 
to star it. 








879 Supreme Court of Judicature {LORDS} (Appeals) Bill. 880 
THE Marquess or SALISBURY: My|{ COUNTY COUNCILS (BYE-LAWS) BILL 


Lords, I am not invested with the power 
of distributing these much-envied stars 
to which the noble Earl refers, and I am 
unable to tell him whether the Bill will 
be starred in the other House or not. I 
should think it would be, but that is 
merely a guess, and not founded on any | 
information peculiar to myself. As to 
the prospects of the Bill, 


answer the noble Earl as I answered the | 


noble Earl on the front bench opposite, | 
that my powers of prophecy are| 
very limited, and that it is impossible for | 


me to foresee how this Bill will be dealt | 


with by those on whose conduct its fate 
really depends. The noble Earl was 
very careful to tell us that on the various | 
propositions in the Bill there is no dis- | 
agreement, and that it was generally | 
felt to be a matter of common sense. 


Well, if all the Members of the House of | L ; 
| This Bill proposes to abolish the restrie- 


Commons take the view of the noble 
Earl, | think I shall not be making a 
hazardous prediction if I say that the 
Bill will pass. But the question _ is 
whether the noble Earl’s view of common 
sense exactly accords with that of those 
who have the power of filling up the 
time in the other House. If so, so far as I 
know, every opportunity the Govern- 
ment has will be devoted to the passing 


of this Bill. 
THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN : Then 


I suppose I may gather that the Govern- 
ment will treat this Bill in exactly the 
same way as the other Bill. | 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: I 
must exhort the noble Earl not to come | 
to any conclusion so rashly. I told him | 
I could not distribute these stars. If he | 
will give me a day’s notice I will make | 
inquiry, and may be able to tell him 
something about that form of astronomy. 


THe Eart or FEVERSHAM: I am/ 
glad the noble Marquess has not given a | 
pledge to treat this as a Government | 
Bill in the other House. The proposed | 
change in the time for the holding of | 
licensing sessions is probably convenient | 
in the ‘south, but it is inconvenient in | 
the north, and I have not heard any 
sufficient reason given for the change. | 


On Question, agreed to ; 
and sent to the Commons. 


Bill passed, | 


I can only | 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 


Reading read. 


*THe Eart oF NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, on behalf of the County Councils 
| Association, I have to ask your Lord- 
ships to give a Second Reading to this 
small Bill. The provision of the 
| Municipal Corporations Act requiring 
the presence of two-thirds of the whole 
/number of a council at any meeting at 
which byelaws are made was incor- 
| porated in the Local Government Act of 
1888, and this restriction has been found 
to be very inconvenient. It is quite ¢ ~asy 
to get two-thirds of the corporation of a 
borough together to transact business, 
but in the case of a county council it is 
not always easy to get that quorum. 








| very 


tion to which I have referred, but there 
is a provision that the presence of two- 
thirds of the council shall be necessary if 
five members of the council object to the 
making of the bye-law. There is, there- 
fore, every protection against a bye-law 
being rushed, and I trust the House will 
consent to give the Bill a Second Reading. 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 24.— 
(The Earl of Northbrook.) 


Lorp KENYON : Iam glad to inform 
the noble Earl that the Government 
have no objection to the Bill. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(APPEALS) BILL [u.1.]. 


[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the Day for the Second 


| Reading read. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
| Earl of Hatspury), in moving the Second 
| Reading of this Bill, said that it pro- 


| vided, first, that no appeal without leave 
| should lie from the decision of a divisional 
‘court of the High Court constituted of 
‘not less than three judges ; second, 
‘that appeals from a judge of the King’s 
i 
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$81 Outdoor Relief (Friendly 


Bench on matters of practice and pro- 
cedure, appeals under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Acts, appeals under the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, 1900, and 
appeals from the Liverpool Court of 
Passage should lie to the High Court 
instead of to the Court of Appeal ; and, 
thirdly, that the decision of the High 
Court should be final in the case of 
appeals under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Acts, 1897 and 1900. So far 
as he knew, the only objection taken to 
the Bill was in connection with the last- 
mentioned provision; but he would 
point out that in the case of Scotland 
and Ireland it was already the law. On 
every ground there ought to be a uniform 
system, and it was only due to imperfect 
drafting of the Acts that the same pro- 
hibition of appeals did not apply to 
England. He thought it was a little 
dificult to justify that position. The 
Bill also provided that the Court of 
Appeal should have power to sit in more 
than two divisions when the state of 
business so required. The Bill would 
aid and assist the administration of 
justice, and he commended it to their 
Lordships’ favourable consideration. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read -24.— 
(The Lord Chancellor.) 


*Lorp ALVERSTONE: My Lords, 
this Bill has been very carefully con- 
sidered by His Majesty's judges in the 
King’s Bench Division, and I am anxious 
to dispel, if I can, some erroneous ideas 
that appear to prevail as to the real 
objects of the Bill. By an Act passed in 
1894 appeals from judges sitting in 


chambers were transferred from the 
Queen’s Bench Division to the Court of 
Appeal. Experience has shown that 


that was not a wise step. It has resulted 
in the Court of Appeal being occupied 
a great many hours and days in hearing 
matters on small points of practice ; and 
it is the general opinion that it would 
be a great relief to the congested con- 
dition of that court if these appeals were 
retransferred to the King’s Beneh Divi- 
sion. There is another class of appeal— 
those from the eounty courts—which 
are becoming more numerous, and, to a 
certain extent, more important. An 
anomaly exists in the case of these ap- 
peals. When leave to appeal is given, 
though the case has previously been 
adjudicated upon by the county court 


{20 JuNE 1901} 


Societies) Bill. 882 
and the King’s Bench Division, there is 
a right of appeal not only to the Court 
of Appeal, but to the House of Lords, so 
that in county court cases, which are 
not so important as High Court cases, 
there is an extra appeal. I have sug- 
gested—and [ believe it is upon these 
lines that the Lord Chancellor has been 
good enough to consider the proposal— 
that in respect of matters which have 
been once heard by the county court 
judge, appeals from magistrates, or 
appeals under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, there should be an appeal 
to three judges of the King’s Bench, 


and then, by leave only, an appeal 
to the House of Lords. Further, 
it is practically the unanimous 


decision of the judges of the King’s 
Bench Division that there is not suffi- 
cient continuity in the personnel of the 
judges sitting in the divisional courts, 
to which fact we attribute the difficulty 
in making the judgments of those courts 
satisfactory. It is hoped to establish by 
this Bill a strong divisional court sitting, 
I will not say continuously, because that 
would be impossible, but for a consider- 
able period, in which the judges should 
oniybe changed at intervals of six months, 
and then only one at a time. I believe 
that if that system were established 
there would be greater rapidity in the 
despatch of business and more uni- 
formity in the decisions. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2%, 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


CIVIL LIST BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2 to- 
morrow.—( The Lord Privy Seal, M. Salis- 


bury.) (No. 120.) 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Brought from the read 
1“; and to be printed. 


Commons ; 


(No. 121.) 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
to be printed; and to be read 2¢ on 
Tuesday next.—(The Lord Monkswell.) 
(No. 122.) 

House adjourned at a quarter 
past Five of the clock, till to-mor- 
row. half-nast Ten of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 


Thursday, 20th June, 1901. 


TOOK THE OATH. 


One other Member took and subscribed 


the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO NOT COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have not been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Elland Gas Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred | 
to the Select Committee on Standing 


Orders. 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. | 
Read the third time, and passed. | 


YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. | 
Read the third time, and passed. [New | 


Title. ] 


) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. | 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. | 





VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF | 
WORKING CLASSES (No. 2) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 

ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

| 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 

ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 

| 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 








ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro 
| visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
| lie upon the Table. 


Bill to 


morrow. 


be read the third time to- 


| 
} 


ORDER CONFIRMATION (ACTON) BILL 
[Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 


| EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
} 
} 
| 
Report to 


| visional Order confirmed] ; 
ly. al 
| lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 


SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
(ABANDONMENT) BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 
NORTHFIELD 


KING’S NORTON AND 


URBAN DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
{Lords}. 
POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 

Mr. HeEyYwoop JOHNSTONE reported 
from the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills, That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Friday the 28th day of June at Twelve 


| of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to :—Metro- 
politan Common Scheme (Ham) Provi- 
sional Order Bill ; Neath Harbour Bill ; 
Thames Deep Water Dock Bill, without 
amendment. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION BILL. 
Petition from Cambridge, for altera- 


tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO |TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


CHILDREN BILL. eer eneneens ; nae 
a : : opy presented, of Diplomatic and 

Petitions against ; from Pendleton | Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
and West Wiltshire ; to lie upon the 9439 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. Table. 

Petitions in favour ; from Kettering ‘ a re eee 
(two); Stepney, and Seaton; to lie | TRADE aia = er ane 
upon the Table. | sige ; 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
BILL. No. 555 [by Command]; to lie upon 

Petition of the Scottish Women’s Pro- | the Table. 

testant Union, against ; to lie upon the 


Table |BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (INTELLI- 
at. sENCE DIVISION). 

| Copy presented, of Annual Report of 

RETURNS. REPORTS. ETC. Proceedings under the Sale of Food and 


Drugs Acts, 1875 to 1899, the Mer- 
—— chandise Marks Acts, 1887 to 1894, and 
COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). | ther Acts for the year 1900 [by Com- 
: Nei ; mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 


No. 323 (St. Helena, Annual Report for papgRrs LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
1900) [by Command]; to lie upon the | THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Table. | 1. Private Bill Legislation.—Return 
' relative thereto [ordered 18th April ; 
EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). | The Chairman of Ways and Means]: 

Copy presented, of Return of all to be printed. [No. 219.] 

Loans raised in India, chargeable on 9 [oan Societies.—Abstract of Ac 
the Revenues of India, outstanding at eoynts of Loan Societies in England and 
the commencement of the half-year Wales to 31st December, 1899, fur- 
ended on the 31st March, 1901, &c. | nished to the Central Office for the 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and Registry of Friendly Societies [by Act]. 
to be printed. [No. 217.] | 7 ‘ i 


INCOME TAX ASSESSMENTS, 1896-1900. 
PEN AL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- Return ordered, “ of the number of 
ona m- | Assessments to the Income Tax for the 
Copy presented, of Licence granted to| year ending 5th April, 1896 (in the 
Jane Horner, a Convict under detention same classes and in the same amounts 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to as stated in, and in continuation of, 
be at large on condition that she enter Parliamentary Paper No. 216, of Session 
the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney 1895,” : 
by Act] ; ie ¥ is a 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. And similar Returns for the years 


1897, 1898, 1899, and 1900.”—(Mr. 
POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF Bartley.) 


MIDDLESEX). 
Copy presented, of Order made by the, ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
County Council of the County of Middle- ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
sex, dividing the parish of Harrow-on- Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
the-Hill into convenient Polling Districts stating the nature of the Proposals 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. contained in the Provisional Orders in- 


cluded in the Electric Lighting Pro- 

COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS (IRE- | yisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.”—(Mr. 
LAND) ACT, 1877. Gerald Balfour.) 
Account presented, of the Receipts 

and Payments under the Act during ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
the year ender the 31st March, 1901 ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to. Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
be printed. [No. 218.] stating the nature of the Proposals. 











8&7 (Questions. 


contained in the Provisional Orders in- 
cluded in the Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 10) Bill.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 

PROSECUTIONS (FISHERY LAWS) 

(IRELAND). 

Return ordered, * for years 1890 to 

1900, inclusive, ending the 31st day of 
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December, of Prosecutions undertaken 
in Ireland of Masters of beam or otter 
trawl vessels for alleged infringement 
of the bye-laws of the Fishery Board or 
the provisions of the Acts prohibiting 
beam or otter trawling within certain 
n 


= 


waters round the coasts of Ireland, 
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Summary. 


Nanes, Xc., of persons charged 
more than once during the 
foregoing period of ten years. 


Nuinber of times such 
persons were charged. 


| Total length of 
Total amount | imprisonment 
of fines. undergone. 





—(Mr. O Mara,) 


QUESTIONS. 
AFRICAN WAR—CONCENTRA- 
TION CAMPS. 
Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will cause Returns to 
be published weekly showing the number 
and the rate of mortality of the white 
men, women, and children respectively, 
in each of the concentration camps in 
South Africa ; and, so far as practicable, 
similar Returns for the native camps. 


SOUTH 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I will ask Lord Kitchener to give 
such information as he can. It will 
probably be more convenient to give 
the figures monthly. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he is yet in a position to state how many 
deaths of 


men, women, and children 








respectively occurred in the concentra- 
tion camps in Natal, Orange River 
Colony, and Cape Colony respectively 
during the months of April and May 
respectively ; what change, if any, has 
been made in the dietary ; and what 
improvement, if any, has been made 
in the sanitary arrangements and medical 
provision for the sick. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot give 
the figures separately for April, but I 
have already given the House the total 
deaths to the end of April. Those for 
May are as follows:—Orange River 
Colony, including Kimberley and Aliwal 
North, 20 men, 57 women, and 123 
children, out of a total of over 25,000 
souls. Cape Colony Camp at Port 
Elizabeth, nil, out of 386 souls. Natal, 
3 men, 1 woman, 8 children, out of a 
total of over 2,500 souls. I have already 
given information as to the dietary, 
sanitary arrangements, and medical pro- 
vision to the House, and all proper 
attention is being given to these matters. 
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Mr. FLYNN: May I ask the right | 


hon. Gentleman whether there is any 
intention to improve the dietary and 
medical arrangements ! 


Mr. BRODRICK; No, Sir; the 
dietary as given up to now has been pro- 
nounced sufficient by those in authority 
in South Africa, including the medical 
authorities, and it is not proposed to 
increase it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man consider the desirability of a special 
diet for the very young children ! 

Mr. BRODRICK: As far as possible 
a special diet is given to voung children, 
but where great numbers are massed 
together it is not, and will not, always 
be possible to give fresh milk. 


BOERS IN THE FIELD. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any recent despatch has been 
received from Lord Kitchener estimating 
the number of Boers still in the field ; 
itso, will he lay it upon the Table ; if not, 
upon what data are they estimated by 
the Government to consist of 17.000 
men. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The information 
is based on the Field Intelligence Reports, 
which are never published. 


TREATMENT OF INVALID SOLDIERS. 

Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that officers 
and men invalided home by medical | 
boards at Johannesburg and Pretoria 
have to pass additional boards at Bloem- 











fontein and Cape Town ; and if invalided | 
home from the front in order to undergo 
operations in England are occasionally | 
detained for weeks at Wynberg Hospital, 
near Cape Town ; whether, in the interest 
of the patient and the taxpayers, orders | 
could be given that all patients about to | 
undergo operations in England should 
be sent home with as little delay as-pos- 
sible; and whether, in all cases, the 
number of medical boards before which 
invalided officers and men have to pass 
prior to being sent home can be reduced. 


{20 JUNE 1901} 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware 
that persons invalided home are ex- 
amined by more than one board, except 
in cases where the patient on his way to 
the coast develops further illness, and 
has to undergo examination with a view 
to the extension of his sick-leave. The 
information at my disposal tends te 
show that patients are not detained 
unnecessarily at Wynberg. I will, how- 
ever, draw the attention of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief in South Africa to the 
points raised by the question with a view 
to his taking such action as may be 
deemed necessary. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Did Lord Milner have to pass an ex- 
amination by this board before he came 


home on leave ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


OF COURT-MARTIAL 
SENTENCES. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any progress has been made 
with the revision of sentences pronounced 
by courts of inquiry in South Africa on 
soldiers charged with misconduct in the 
face of the enemy, and who are now 
undergoing their sentences in convict 
and other prisons in this country: 
whether a case has been brought under 
his notice in which the prisoner and 
members of his family fought bravely in 
Egypt as well as in South Africa ; and 
whether he will see that no time is lost 
in deciding upon this and similar cases. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Commander- 
in-Chief is carefully going through the 
sentences by courts-martial in South 
Africa. The case which the hon. Member 
brought to notice will be considered, but 
the facts are not entirely in accord with 
those which he forwarded to me. 


REVISION 


PRISONERS—INTERNMENT IN 


INDIA. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare. 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether his attention has been 
called to the latest Report of the Army 
Medical Department, which stated of 


BOER 


/Ahmednagar that the general health 


was bad during the greater part of the 
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year, that plague was epidemic from July | the number of complaints of such cases 
to December, and enteric fever was most | is decreasing. The authorities in South 
prevalent in May, June, and July ; and,| Africa appear to appreciate fully the 
seeing that the principal medical adviser | unsatisfactory conditious under which 
stated that the sanitary conditions were | the postal service for the troops is carried 
bad, the barrack accommodation and the | on in a state of war, but they are under- 
conservancy establishment insufficient, | stood to be making every possible effort 
and the water supply unsatisfactory, |to improve the conditions. In reply to 
whether he will recommend the removal | the hon. Member for North Aberdeen, 








of the Boer prisoners to a more healthy 
locality. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 


Ealing): I have already stated in the | 


House that there is no intention of re- 
moving the Boer prisoners. The Report 
quoted by the hon. Member for East Clare 
mainly refers to the cantonment where 
British troops were located during the 
year 1899, which was exceptionally 
unhealthy owing to causes which have 
now ceased to exist; and the defects 
mentioned by the principal medical 
officer have been remedied. As I have 


|I may say that the amount of postal 
/matter to be dealt with has been enor- 
| mous. 


RESERVISTS AT ALDERSHOT. 

| Sm JOHN LENG: I beg to ask the 
|Secretary of State for War if he can 
explain why Reservists who returned 
to this country from South Africa last 
‘July are still kept at Aldershot, thus 
throwing on their employers the respon- 
sibility of continuing to support their 
wives and families in fulfilment of pro- 
mises made when the Reserves were 
called out. 


said before, the station is considered to | 


be one of the healthiest and most agree- 
able in India. The prisoners’ camp was 
recently visited by the Governor of 
Bombay, who reported that the prisoners 
appeared “to be thoroughly contented 
and well cared for.” 
MAILS FOR TROOPS IN SOUTH 
AFRICA. 
Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 


Mr. BRODRICK: The men who are 
|retained at Aldershot are those whose 
services cannot be spared. With the 
large number of young soldiers at home, 
it is absolutely necessary to keep a pro- 
| portion of older men with the regiments 
‘and at the depots. The local military 
‘authorities have been given discretionary 
| power to allow any men whose services 
can be dispensed with to return to their 
homes. 


I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | 
as representing the Postmaster General, | 


whether his attention has been called to | 
the numerous complaints which have | 
recently been made with reference to the | 
non-delivery of letters to the troops in 
South Africa ; and whether the difticulties | 
of communication could be so far over- | 
come as to ensure greater regularity in | 


the postal service. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) : Has there | 


not been an exceptional amount of 
postal matter to be dealt with ? 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CuHam- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.) : The Post- 
master General is aware that cases still 
arise in which letters addressed to the 
troops in South Africa do not reach the 
persons for whom they are meant ; but 


ARMY REFORM SCHEME. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, before the War 
Office Vote is put down to be taken in 
Committee of Supply, he will furnish a 
Return showing the number and esti- 
_mated cost of the staff proposed as the 
establishment for the United Kingdom 
under the scheme of Army reform, as 
compared with the number and cost of 
that establishment on 31st March last. 
distinguishing the number and cost of 
the headquarter staff at the War Office 
from that of Army corps areas. 


Mr. BRODRICK : It is not proposed 
to make appointments to any of the 
' Army corps before October Ist, and until 
,all the arrangements are completed, in- 
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cluding those for various measures of | | to their mother. 
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An application by the 


Questions. 


decentralisation which I intend to pro- | local authorities to the officers com- 


pose, I cannot give the Return desired. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: May I ask 
whether, before the War Office Vote is 
taken, the House will be told to what ex- 


manding the regiments concerned to take 
measures to induce the sons to contribute 
to their mother’s support would doubt- 


| less receive attention. 


tent the staff is to be increased, in view of | 


the statement on the Estimates that the | 
extent of the increase had not been settled. | 


Mr. BRODRICK : ' 
toincrease the strength of the staff of the 
War Office. As to the remainder, | 


heavy, ‘and I may not be able to bring 


RECRUITING IN IRELAND. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 


. _.,|to ask the Secretary of State for War 
It is not proposed ; 


whether he will state the numbers of 


}enlistments in Ireland in the Regular 


all these matters to a settlement before | 


the War Office Vote. 


AUTOMATIC RIFLES. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : | 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether an automatic rifle has been 
issued for experimental purposes ; if so, 
will he state the name of this rifle, and 
how many have been issued, and will he 
afford Members of Parliament an oppor- 
tunity of inspecting the new arm. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The reply to the 
question is in the negative. 


LIABILITY FOR PARENTS’ 
MAINTENANCE. 


SOLDIERS’ 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for War whether he is aware that 
an application on behalf of Catherine 
Guilfoile, a widow aged seventy years, 
came before the Mountmellick Board of 
(uardians at their meeting on the Ist 
instant, and that this woman has two 
sons who hitherto maintained her, and 
are at present in the service of the King, 
one in South Africa and the other in 
Dover ; and, seeing that the application 
was supported by the chairman of the 
county council, who is also guardian of 
the division in which Catherine Guilfoile 
resides, and who recommended that she 
be granted 2s. 6d. per week, whether he 
can take any steps by which this woman 
may be prevented from becoming charge- 
able to local rates. 

Mr. BRODRICK: 


The Secretary 


ok ane Whalen ane extremely | Army and the Militia respectively during 
Ss . . e 5 
ay ey ; i the first four months of each of the years 


1896, 
Mr. 


and 1898. 
BRODRICK: 


1897, 


The figures are as 


| follows :—1896: Army, 1,037; Militia, 
| 3,145. 1897: Army, 1,184; Militia, 
| 3,228. 1898: Army, 1,276; Militia, 
3,035. 
VOLUNTEER EQUIPMENT. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 
shire): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that K 
company of the 3rd Volunteer Battalion 


| Royal Welsh Fusiliers, which was formed 


| attention has 


at Dolgelly nearly a year ago, has not yet 
been supplied with arms; whether his 
been called to the fact 
that this company, which is a cyclist one, 
took part in the recent Easter manceuvres, 
and had to borrow rifles, bayonets, 
and slings from the Portmadoce company 
of the same battalion, and that some of 
the overcoats and leggings of this bat- 
talion bear the condemned for service 
mark, dating back as far as 1872; and 
can he state who is responisble for this 
state of affairs, and whether steps will be 
taken to supply the required equipment 
without delay. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I know nothing 
of the matter alluded to in the question. 
The question is entirely one for the 
general officer commanding the district, 
who is responsible that the unit is pro- 
perly armed, clothed, and equipped. 
The overcoat and leggings are provided 


| by the unit out of the capitation grant, 


of State for War has no power to compel | 
War Office in matters of this kind ? 


the sons to give any portion of their pay 


and the War Office has nothing to do 
with the supply. 


Mr. HERBERT 


Boroughs) : 


LEWIS (Flint 


Is there no appeal to the 
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Mr. BRODRICK: Under the prin- 
ciple of decentralisation urged upon the 
Government it was felt that these ques- 
tions should be left in the hands of the 
general officer commanding. His atten- 
tion shall be called to this case. 


ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

CarTaAIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that there 
is at the head of the Army Medical 
Department at the present time only an 
Acting Director General shortly about to 
retire trom the service, he will say when 
a new Director General will be appointed. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; I can 
make no statement on this subject. 
Various measures for the reorganisation 
of the Medical Department are in pro- 


oTess 
gress. 


WRENCH y. LANGWORTHY BROS. 

Magor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
called to the remarks of the Lord Chief 
Justice in the case of Wrench v. Lang- 
worthy Bros. and Co., and if he proposes 
to take any steps in the matter. 


Mr. BRODRICK: My attention has | 


been called to this case, and I am con- 
sidering it. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman consider the 


advisability of laying on the Table a full 
report of the evidence and of the Lord 
Chief Justice’s remarks ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not see any 
reason for that. The case was very fully 
reported. 


H.M.S. “ SYBILLE.” 


*Str JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
is yet in a position to state the composi- 
tion of the force of fifty men which, 
with the captain and two lieutenants, 
were absent on duty on shore from 
H.M.S. “Sybille,” and the composition 
of the complement remaining on board 
when that ship was wrecked ; and, if so, 
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'can he state the figures for eaeh branch 
| afloat and ashore belonging to the ship 
| when the occurrence took place. 


| THE SECRETARY To tHe ADMI- 
| RALTY (Mr. ArRNo.p-Forster, Belfast, 
|W.): The composition of the force on 
shore was as follows :—Captain, 2 lieu- 
| tenants, 33 petty officers and men of 
|executive and navigating branch, 5 
| engineer branch, 2 miseellaneous ratings, 
| 1 sergeant and 10 men of the Royal 

Marines, total 54. The eomple- 
| ment remaining on board was composed 
‘of 13 remaining officers of the ship, 
'85 executive and navigating branch, 
|87 engineer branch, 13 artificers, 16 
| miscellaneous ratings, 15 Royal Marines, 
| 18 Kroomen, total 247. 


RELIGIOUS MINISTRATIONS FOR 
DYING SEAMEN, 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
|ralty whether he is aware that a few 
/months ago a Roman Catholic seaman 
| who was serving aboard the ‘‘ Diadem,” 
| then stationed at Castletown Berehaven, 
ifell from aloft at 4 p.m., and expired 
at 6.30 p.m. on the same day, from 
injuries sustained by the fall, and 
‘whether he can explain why, although 
‘the “ Diadem ” was within five minutes 
/row of the house of the Roman Catholic 
| chaplain, he was not sent for to administer 
| the sacraments to the dying man. 
| 
| *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A _ priest 
was not sent for in this case because 
lit was not anticipated that the accident 
'to the seaman in question would ter- 
|minate fatally. The medical officer of 
the ship was of opinion that he would 
recover. In the ordinary course the 
/man would have been sent into Queens- 
'town Hospital on the following day, 
‘and the collapse of the patient was 
jsudden and unforeseen. [ may add 
‘that the case has already received full 
|and careful consideration by the Admi- 
iralty, and that commanding officers are 
instructed, in all cases where it is possible, 
| to make every effort to secure the services 
|of a priest or minister of the denomi- 
| nation of an injured man whenever a 
ease of danger to life arises. It is to be 
| Sageetest that in this instance no such 
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ministrations were provided, but it is 
quite clear that the absence of a priest 
was not due to either neglect or in- 
difference on the part of the officers | 
of the ship. 
| 
Mr. GILHOOLY : Will the hon. Gentle- | 
man allow me to inform him that the | 
evidence given at the inquest concerning | 
this man—— | 
| 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! | 
| 
Mr. GILHOOLY : Then, is the hon. | 
Gentleman aware that the naval officer 
stated at the inquest that—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. GILHOOLY remained standing and 
tried to complete the question. 


Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
persists in disregarding the authority of 
the Chair, I shall have to take the step | 
of naming him to the House. 


FOREIGN MEAT SUPPLIES TO THE 
NAVY. 
Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the) 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he | 
is aware that the present contractor to 
the Channel Squadron at Castletown 
Berehaven supplies foreign beef, whether 
the terms of his contract require that 
the beef should be freshly killed, and, if 
so, will the Admiralty enforce the terms 
of the contract, and compel the con- | 
tractor to supply Irish beet. 
| 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The con-! 
tract for the supply of meat at Bere- 
haven provides that the meat shall be 
good, fat, well-fed, freshly-killed ox or 
maiden heifer beef; that it shall be | 
approved by the commanding officer of 
the vessel, supplied as in all respects 
fit for His Majesty’s service, and that | 
no refrigerated or frozen beef is to be | 
supplied. There is no reason to believe | 
that the conditions of the contract have | 
been departed from. The officers com- 
manding the ships are informed of the 
conditions, and no complaint has been | 
received from any of them to the effect 
that the meat is not of good quality, 
or that the conditions have not been 
complied with. It is not proposed to 
vary the terms of the contract. 


| 
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| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


'ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
i the 
of a signal station on the north island 


| *Mr. 


| Admiralty, but no decision has yet been 


ihave been taken to give effect to the 
'cised at Chatham in issuing fittings. 


|the hon. Member to postpone this ques- 


| all the required information. 
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Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Are 
/havy contractors in Ireland permitted 
'to supply foreign beef ? 


Questions. 


















































does not arise out of the question on 
the Paper. 


ISLAND OF ARRAN SIGNAL STATION. 
Mr. MORRIS (Galway): I beg to 


whether the Board of Admiralty have 
come to any decision as to the need for 
Naval manoeuvres on the west 
coast of Ireland, and for other purposes. 


of Arran at the entrance to Galway 
Bay. 


ARNOLD - FORSTER: The 
question of the establishment of a signa] 
station on the island of Arran is at 
present under the consideration of the 


arrived at. 


H.M.S. “REPULSE”—LOUGH SWILLY 
FATALITY. 

Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he ean say in what manner the 
chain of a boat of H.M.S. “ Repulse,” 
the breaking of an_ officially-stamped 
link of which resulted in the death of 
a seaman in Lough Swilly on 13th May, 
was tested at Chatham, and what steps 


recommendation of the coroner’s jury 
that better supervision should be exer- 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I will ask 


tion, as I have not yet been able to obtain 


BISHOP OF CALCUTTA. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for the Camborne 
Division of Cornwall, I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if it is 
intended to confer on the Bishop of 
Caleutta the style and precedence of 
Archbishop; and, if so, can this step 
be taken without the sanction of this 
House being obtained by legislation or 
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otherwise, and will the change be 
carried out without adding to the ex- 
penditure of the Indian Empire. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : I cannot make 
any statement at present on the subject 
to which the hon. Member's question 
refers. As I said a few days ago, in reply 
to the hon. Member for Shrewsbury, * 
there are many important considera- 
tions involved in this proposal; but I 
believe I may state at once that, if the 
change of title were made, no extra 
charge would thereby be thrown upon 
the revenues of India. 


CHINESE INDEMNITY. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any agreement has yet 
‘been arrived at by the Allied Powers 
as tothe amount of the indemnity which 
China is to be compelled to pay and as 
to the machinery by which the pay- 
ment of the instalments of indemnity is 
to be secured. 


Tae UNDER SECRETARY or STATE | 


ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): In a Note 
addressed by the representatives of the 
Powers at Peking to the Chinese Pleni- 
potentiaries, the total indemnity payable 


by China has been fixed at 450 million | 


taels, but the other matters referred to 
in the question are still under discussion. 


Mr. DILLON: Was the Note signed by | 
the representatives of all the Powers? 


ViscountT CRANBORNE: Yes, 
think so. 


I 


COST OF DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR 
SERVICES OF FOREIGN STATES. 
Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Affairs if he will cause to be procured | 
from His Majesty’s representatives , 
abroad figures showing the annual cost | 
of the diplomatic services and the con- | 
sular services respectively of the United | 
States, Germany, and France. | 


Viscount CRANBORNE: The fol-| 
lowing are the total figures taken in the | 





* See page 271. 
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|ease of France and Germany from the 
| Estimates for the year 1901-02, and in 
| the case of the United States for the year 
| 1900-01, but I am not able to distinguish 
| with any accuracy between the diplo- 
| matic and consular expenditure, and no 
doubt the charges do not correspond 
exactly to their English equivalents, so 
that the figures may be misleading, 
| France, 9,435,500 franes ; Germany, 
|8,507,700 marks; United States, 
1,897,638.76 dollars. 


GIBRALTAR WORKS. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea. 
sury whether His Majesty's Government 
propose to lay upon the Table of the 
House, as the First Report of the Gib 
raltar Committee, the unanimous replies 
on 30th March of all its members to the 
six questions constituting the reference 
to it; or do they propose to lay, as that 
Report, the personal letter addressed 
privately and confidentially by Admiral 
Rawson on that date to the First Lord 
of the Admiralty, which letter described 
itself as an Interim Report; whether 
His Majesty’s Government propose to 
lay upon the Table both documents, and, 
if they present only Admiral Rawson's 
Report, do they propose to lay the whole 
or only portions thereof. 


Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): In answer to my hon. friend | 
have to say that I know of no personal 
letter addressed by Admiral Rawson to 
the First Lord of the Admiralty. We 
propose to lay on the Table of the House 
both Reports, with their enclosures, 
except only those portions which, on 
public grounds, ought, in our opinion, 
to be treated as confidential. The enclo- 
sure in the first Report contains the 


| answers, not to the six questions to which 


my hon. friend refers, but to five out of 
the six questions which were asked. One 
of the questions to which my hon. friend 
refers was not answered. 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Is my right 
‘hon. friend aware that Admiral Rawson 
himself described this as a personal letter. 
and that, on that ground, no copy was 
given to the other members of the Con- 
| mittee ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. My | the duty; and, if so, will the production 
hon. friend’s memory strangely mis-| of the contracts and proof of shipment 
J leads him, for, in the very first para-| of the coals in pursuance thereof be 
7 craph of the document to which he deemed sufficient evidence upon which 
] refers, Admiral Rawson says he has the | the Treasury may exercise their power 
1] honour to present this “‘ Interim Report.”’ of remission. ? 

7 And he not only signs it himself, but all 
Athe other members of the Committee,|) Srr M. HICKS BEACH: I think my 
# including my hon. friend, signed it with | hon. friend is asking me a general ques- 
7 this subscription :—‘* We agree to the tion with reference to some particular 
foregoing Report, (Signed) Thomas case. I can only say that remission 
Gibson Bowles,” and the other members | would depend not merely on production 
of the Committee. of the contracts and proof of shipment 
under them, but also on their nature 


COAL DUTY—EFFECT ON ITALIAN 22d character. 









CONTRACTS. | 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to NATIONAL COAL RESOURCES— 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer INQUIRY. 


whether his attention has been drawn) Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
to the Report for the year 1900 on the | beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
Trade and Commerce of Italy, which chequer whether he has addressed a 
tates that owing to the increasing ex- communication to the various coal trade 
pense of British coal, of which four and a) associations asking those bodies if they 
half million tons were imported in 1900, | are prepared to support a request for a 
ithas been proposed to utilise the water- complete investigation into the whole 
ialls and electricity for generating power subject of the country’s coal resources, 
inorder to substitute electricity for steam the probable term for which the coalfields 
ior traffic and industrial purposes, there- are likely to last for home consumers 
by reducing the imports of British coal ; the possibility of adopting a more eco- 
and whether, under these circumstances, pomical method of ciieliaie: tae okies 
the Government will reconsider their petitive power of our coal witht tin anid 
decision to impose a duty on coal exported of other countries, and the probable 
irom the United Kingdom, thereby | effect of the new export duty ; and, if so, 
increasing the cost of British coal in) whether such an inquiry will be by a 
Italy. Royal Commission, a Select Committee 

of the House, or a Departmental Com- 
_THE CHANCELLOR OF THE EX- mittee ; whether, in mn of the time that 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, | myst elapse before the result of such an 
W.): I have not seen the Report ; but, | extended inquiry can be made public, 
assuming the statement in the question | he will provide that an Interim Report 
to be accurate, I see no reason for re- | shall be issued as to the effect of the new 
considering the imposition of a coal ¢oal duty before it will be necessary to 
duty. I am told that large contracts formulate the Budget proposals of the 
have been made for supplying coal to! next financial year; and if, having re- 
Italy since the imposition of the duty, | gard to the nature of the inquiry and 


the purchaser paying the duty. ‘the current estimate of the value of the 
| Report of the Coal Commission of 1866 
COAL DUTY—REMISSIONS. | as to the probable duration of the supplies 


: ’ of cheap coal, he will see that the com- 
gtr apeoary ig a el | mercial element is adequately represented 
— ange) : t beg to ask Mr. “han- | yon the Commission or Committee. 
cellor of the Exchequer where coals are | 
exported, in pursuance of contracts made) Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The Par- 
before 19th April, 1901, to persons | liamentary Committee of the Mining 
resident in a foreign country, from whom | Association of Great Britain asked me 
the export duty cannot be recovered, | whether I could advise an inquiry into 
will the Treasury be entitled, under | the advisability of the coal export duty, 
Clause 3 (2) of the Finance Bill, to remit | its incidence, and its probable effects on 
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the coal trade ; and explained that they | arriving from foreign ports at Liverpool, | 
did not suggest the withdrawal of the| Southampton, or any other port in | 
duty, but desired an inquiry before it|the United Kingdom is by law liable | 
was imposed for another year. I pointed | to examination by the officers of customs, | 
out to them that such an inquiry would | The police have nothing to do with } 
be, in my opinion, too limited to lead to | the matter, and I am informed that it | 


any satisfactory conclusion, and asked | is not the practice of the customs officers 
whether they would support suggestions | at the ports named to ask the names of 
which had already been made for a much | passengers on arrival. Information js 


more extended investigation, including | obtained from lists supplied by the | 


the first four points specified in the | shipping companies. 
question. I have not yet received a 


reply, and therefore have not brought, Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Will the 


the subject before my colleagues. I can, | Chief Secretary see that the same course 
therefore, only say, in reply to the other is adopted at Queenstown and _ other 
questions of the hon. Member, that at Irish piers? 

present I do not see how an Interim 

Report could be of value unless it was) Mr. WYNDHAM: I replied to a 
based on a consideration of the whole , question on this subject the other day, 


subject. |and I have nothing to add to my answer.t 
FORTIFYING WINE IN BOND. YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow,! Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg 
W.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Exchequer whether there is any rule| Home Department whether he can state 
as to the quality and age of spirits that) when he intends to bring in the Bill 
may be used to fortify wine in bond, dealing with youthful offenders. 
and whether foreign spirit may be used 
for the purpose. *Mr. RITCHIE: To-day; at the com- 

mencement of public business. 

Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: There is no | 
rule as to the age or quality of the y\EPTROPOLITAN POLICE STATIONS. 
Se aad ele agery ang, ‘ 
spirit used for the purpose of fortifying Caprarn NORTON: I beg to ask the 
wine in bond. The spirit used for the ‘ , 

»aitks ; Sa . _. . | Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
purpose may be (a) British plain spirits, , , a . 

ia Se : ...’!ment whether he will consider the 
(b) foreign spirits unsweetened, (c) spirits | or: . ' 
: advisability of connecting the police 
of wine. . 9 a 
stations throughout the metropolis with 
the telephone system, seeing that this 
has been carried out with satisfactory 
results in the City of London as well as 
| other towns throughout the United King- 
dom. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: May Ger- 


man spirit be used then ? 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: Any un- 
sweetened foreign spirit. 
*Mr. RITCHIE: This question has 
CUSTOMS — EXAMINATION OF PAS-| been considered already, and it appeared 
SENGERS’ LUGGAGE. that the existing efficient system of 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg telegraphic communication between all 
to ask the Secretary of State for the the police stations, which is entirely 
Home Department whether it is the | under police control, meets all police 
custom for the police or other Govern- requirements. 
ment officials to ask the names or 


examine the luggage of passengers) yeRCANTILE MARINE TONNAGE 
arriving at Southampton or Liverpool. CALCULATIONS. 


— a Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE . ail as el 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mf. Riremm, | beg to ask the President of the Board 
Croydon) : The baggage of all passengers + See page 66. 
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cross-channel and coasting steamers have 


afair revenue to port and dock boards. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
op TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALrovr, 


the hon. Member’s previous questions. 
So far as reasonable uniformity can be | 
obtained by Board of Trade regulation, 


of course open to harbour authorities, by 
means of local Acts, to endeavour to | 


gross instead of on the net tonnage of 
vessels, 


SCOTTISH SHERIFFS’ SALARIES. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether a decision has now been arrived 
at in regard to the question of increasing 
the salaries of sheriffs in Scotland ; and, 
if not, can he state when a decision is 
likely to be announced. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
decision has been deferred pending the 
receipt of information for which the 
Secretary for Scotland has asked from 
certain of the sheriffs. I am in hopes 
that a decision will shortly be arrived at. 


CANDIDATES FOR CIVIL SERVICE AP- 
POINTMENTS—MEDICAL INSPECTION. 


?Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, | 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 


Treasury whether he can state what are 
the various fees for medical inspection 


and whether he can arrange that in 
future such inspections shall be gratui- 
tous as in the case of recruits for His 
Majesty’s forces. 


- Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | 
fees vary from half a guinea to a guinea. | 
They do not do more than meet the pay- | 
ments to the medical men by whom the | 
examinations are made. It is not pro-| 
posed to make any change 





{20 JuNE 1901} 
Trade, having regard to the fact that 


been recently constructed with fractional | | Green) : 
or negative tonnage, so as to escape the the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
payment of tonnage dues, whether he | 
will cause inquiries to be made with the | 
view of suggesting a remedy to provide | 


Leeds, Central) : I fear I can only repeat | 
what I have already stated in reply to 


obtain powers to levy dues based on the. 


| Messrs. Allan. 


' . 
i has no knowledge of the present rate of 


| another, 
‘changed also, and can a surveyor of 
: : ' taxes dismiss a clerk in his office without 
which have to be paid by successful | 
: SARE SOM: be Wa ahaa te i the 
candidates at Civil Service examinations ; | 
>| Revenue ; 

‘clerks in the offices of Surveyors of Taxes 
'are held to be merely clerks of the sur- 
| veyors, 
' claim to be recognised as members of the 
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i CANADIAN MAIL CONTRACTS. 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 


I beg to ask the Secretary to 


master General, whether, seeing that the 
vessels of the Elder and Dempster Com- 
_pany (Beaver Line), of Liverpool, carry 
| His Majesty’s and the Canadian mails, 
| he can state what steps, if any, he has 
, taken to see that the Fair Wages Resolu- 
| tion of the House of Commons of 1891 
will be carried out so far as the firemen 
employed on the Beaver Line of Royal 
Mail steamers from Liverpool are con- 
cerned ; and having regard to the fact 
that the current rate of wages on steam- 


I shall endeavour to secure it, and it is | ships sailing out of Liverpool which 


carry the mails to the United States of 
| America is £5 per month for firemen. 
can he state what is the present rate of 
wages which is paid to firemen employed 
'on board the vessels of the Beaver line 
employed in carrying the mails. 


Mr.*“AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
mails for Canada are conveyed under 
contract with the Canadian Post Office, 
not with the Postmaster General; and 
the present contractors are not Messrs. 
Elder, Dempster and Company, but 
The Postmaster General 


wages paid to firemen of the Beaver line. 


CLERKS TO SURVEYORS OF TAXES. 


Mr. MGOVERN (Cavan, W.): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can state by whom clerks to 
the Surveyors of Taxes are appointed : 
| who pays these clerks their salaries, and 
| out of what source or fund; whether a 
surveyor is changed from one survey to 
are the clerks in the office 


sanction of the Board of Inland 
and will he explain why the 


and to have no connection or 


staff of the department or in its te - 
| ment. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
) Clerks to Surveyors of Taxes are 
and (2) are 


| (1) 
appointed by the surveyors, 
} 


2M 2 








907 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 





Questions, 908 


paid by the surveyors out of an allowance | TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION IN WALES. 


provided for that purpose in the Inland | 
Revenue Vote. (3) The clerks are not 
changed from one survey to another 
without the surveyor. (4) A surveyor 
may dismiss a clerk without the Board’s 
sanction ; but he must inform the board 
that he has done so. The clerks are held 
to be merely clerks of the surveyors, 
because that is in fact their position. 
They are not appointed by the Board of 
Inland Revenue, they do not hold Civil 
Service certificates, and they are not part 
of the permanent staff of the Department. 


EDUCATION — WELSH COUNTY 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education, 
in view of the proposal contained in 
Section 6, Sub-section (2), of the recently 
introduced Education Bill as applicable 


to the county schools in Wales, and, . 
' President of the Committee of Council 


seeing that most of the schools receive 
annual grants under the various schemes, 
whether he will introduce a clause ex- 


empting Wales from the provisions 
mentioned. 
THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 


BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): The Govern- 
ment will consider the suggestion of the 
hon. Member before the Education Bill 
leaves the House of Commons. 


AND THE EDUCATION 
QUESTION. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Education if he has received a resolution 
passed at a public meeting at Llanelly, 
suggesting that the Government should 
pass a short Bill enabling school boards 
to carry on the work they are doing at 
present till a comprehensive measure 
can be passed, entrusting all work con- 
nected with public education (elemen- 
tary, secondary, and technical) to an 
authority solely elected for this purpose ; 


LLANELLY 


Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether. 
in view of the proposal in the Education 
Bill to repeal the whole of the Technical 
Instruction Acts of 1889 and 1891, he 
will insert a special clause to keep alive 
certain Technical Instruction Com- 
mittees in Wales, and whether the penny 
rate which it is proposed to empower 
urban district councils to levy (Section 6, 
Sub-section (1) will be in addition to the 
twopenny rate contemplated under 


| Section 3. 


and whether he can fall in with their | 
| School Board in which it is stated that 


desire. 


Sir J. GORST: Yes; I have received 
the resolution. There is 
of introducing such a Bill at present. 


no intention | 
‘self-improvement or training for com- 


Sr J. GORST: No such clause is 
proposed by the Government, but they 
will consider any which the hon. Member 
may suggest. The answer to the second 
paragraph is in the affirmative. 


SCHOOL EXEMPTION IN WALSALL. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Vice- 


on Education whether he is aware that 
the Walsall School Board has within 
the past three months exempted over 
one hundred children from school attend- 
ance, some of whom failed to pass the 
fourth standard at the recent examina- 
tion; will he state whether the Board 
are empowered to make such exemption, 
and does the Education Department 
propose to take any steps to prevent 
members of this school board from 
breaking its own bye-laws. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the negative. Under 
the Walsall bye-laws children are entitled 
to partial exemption after twelve, either 
on passing Standard IV. or on making 
three hundred attendances annually for 
five years. 


LEEDS SCHOOL BOARD AND THE 
COCKERTON JUDGMENT. 

Mr. JACKSON (Leeds, N.): I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
his attention has been called to a letter 
and pamphlet circulated by the Leeds 


about 13,000 students in Leeds (the 
number enrolled last session) will be 
deprived of the further opportunity o 
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mercial and industrial pursuits, the 
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| Grimsby Town Council to ask the Govern- 
work shown in the accompanying pro- ment to transfer to Grimsby the collec- 
spectus of last year’s classes will be at a| tion of fishery specimens which the late 
standstill, this result being attributed to| Mr. Frank Buckland left to the nation ; 
the judgment in Rex v. Cockerton and | and will he say if this collection is still at 
the absence of official guidance or instrue- | South Kensington, and when and where 
tion from the Board of Education ; and | it will be open to inspection by the public. 





whether he will give an assurance that | 
the provision in the Education Bill deal- | 
ing with this subject will be proceeded | 
with. 


Sir J. GORST: The difficulty in | 
which the Leeds School Board find | 
themselves is caused by their having | 
established schools which they have no 
legal power to maintain. No official 
guidance or instruction could enable 
them to use the school fund for purposes 
not sanctioned by the Elementary Educa- 
tin Acts. Under the existing law, the 
local authority, under the Technical | 
Instruction Acts, can use the funds pro- | 
vided by those Acts for the maintenance | 


of such schools, and further facilities are | 











provided in the Bill now before Parlia- | 
ment. There is nothing to prevent the | 
Leeds School Board from now arranging | 
with the local authority for the con- | 
tinuance of such schools, either under | 
the existing law or in anticipation of | 
legislation on the subject. 


jand in 1900 on eighty-six days. 


Sir J. GORST: Perhaps I may be 
allowed to answer this question. The 
Board of Education have never heard of 
the Grimsby proposal ; the fish are at the 
Victoria and Albert Museum at South 
Kensington, and can be seen there at all 
times when the museum is open. 


OF LORDS AND PRIVY 
COUNCIL APPEALS. 

Mr. BLAKE (Longford, S.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General whether he 
can state the number of days on which 
the House of Lords and the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council respec- 
tively sat for the discharge of judicial 
business in each of the years 1899 and 
1900. 


HOUSE 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): 
The House of Lords sat for judicial 
business in 1899 on seventy-one days, 


The 


| Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 


REX y. COCKERTON—SURCHARGES BY | 

AUDITORS. | 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.):| 

I beg to ask the President of the Local | 

Government Board if it is the intention | 

of the Board to enforce surcharges upon 

members of school boards leviable under | 

what is known as the Cockerton Judg- 
ment, 





THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLter 
LonG, Bristol, 8.) : If any member of any 
school board feels himself aggrieved by 
any surcharge by the auditor he has a 
tight of appeal to the Local Government 
Board, and I shall be prepared to con- 
sider on any such appeals reasons for 
which a remission may be made. 


BUCKLAND FISHERY COLLECTION. 
Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the President | 
ot the Board of Trade whether his atten- | 
tion has been called to a proposal of the | 





sat for judicial business in 1899 on ninety 
days, and in 1900 on seventy-four days. 


SCOTTISH MEDICAL OFFICERS OF 


HEALTH. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, if he will state the 
number of medical ofticers of health 
appointed in Scotland to districts other 
than burghs since the Ist January, 
1898, and will he say how many ot 
these medical officers hold a public 
health diploma. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHaM Murray, Buteshire): Five 
medical officers of health holding a 
public health diploma have been ap 
pointed in Scotland to districts other 


| . 
than burghs since the Ist January, 


1898. In addition seventeen appoint- 


ments have been made by district local 
authorities, 


but the medical men 


as 
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did not possess the statutory qualifica- | 


tions, the appointments were not in 
terms of the Public Health Acts and | 
were not recognised by the Local Govern- , 
ment Board. 


CONGESTION IN ROSS AND 
CROMARTY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as re presenting the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, seeing that up to the 
9th May last the Congested Districts 
Board had purchased land in Suther- 
landshire and also in Inverness-shire for 
the settlement of the people, will he 
explain why the Board have not acquired 
land in Ross and Cromarty, especially 
in view of the congestion in some parts 
of the county, notably in Island of 
Lewis, and of the repeated  applica- 
tions for land which have been made 
both by the people and the representa- 
tive bodies acting on their behalf. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Board have not been able to acquire 
any land in the counties of Ross and 
Cromarty which is suitable for the 
formation of crofters’ holdings. Acting 
on the suggestion of the Board, the pro- 
prietor of Lewis offered the Board to 
teu a field of seven acres near Storno- 
way, on which it was proposed to create 
holdings for fishermen, giving them 
about a quarter of an acre each for a 
garden. 
the cost of enclosures, roads, drains, ete., 
and to give advances to enable the 
cottars to erect dwellings. The field was 
most suitable for the purpose, and the 
Board was led to believe that there was 
a large demand for fishermen’s holdings 
of this sort. but when applications were 
invited only one was received. 

Mr. WEIR was understood to ask if 
£5 per acre was not being charged for 
land which was absolutely useless to the 
people. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: 


not aware of it. 


Mr. WEIR: 


I am 
Well, 


it is a fact. 


TRISH MACKEREL 
INDUSTRY. 


FISHING 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 
ask the Chief Secretary 


S.): I beg to} 
to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the import duty on mackerel 
‘into Russia is higher than that on her- 
rings, and whether efforts have been 
‘made to get this inequality reduced 
'with a view to opening a new market 
‘for the Irish mackerel fishing industry ; 
| whether the Congested Districts Board 
has endeavoured to open fresh markets 
in Asia Minor for smoked and salted 
fish, and will he state what efforts are 
now being made by the Department or 
by the Congested Districts Board to open 
fresh markets for the Irish mackerel 
fishing industry, the success of which 
is of such importance to the western 
and south-western districts of Ireland. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
reply to both queries in the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative. The Con- 
gested Districts Board will inquire into 
the possibility of opening fresh markets 
in Asia Minor. The Board endeavoured 
last year to open a market in Irish 
inland towns, but without success. The 
Department of Agriculture is making 
inquiries with the object of developing 
the foreign markets for picked mackerel. 
Owing to the large and steady supply of 
fresh fish, there does not appear to be 
any prospect of developing a trade in 
home markets. 


CO. MAYO POLICE FORCE. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Liev- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number of police stationed in county 
Mayo in each year from 1895 -to 1900, 
inclusive ; how many extra police have 
been employed during that period, and 
at what cost, and how many extra police 
are employed in county Mayo at present. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 486, 500, 473, 470 
468, and 487, respectively. An extra 
force of fifty men was employed in the 
county from March, 1898, to May, 1900, 
at a cost to the rates of £3,739 10s. 4d. 
There have been no extra police in the 
county since May, 1900. 

Dr. AMBROSE: What has become of 


the extra police who were employed 
there ? 


AN Hon. MEMBER : They are in Belfast. 
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{[Mr. WYNDHAM made no reply. ] 


Dr. AMBROSE: I will put the ques- | 


tion down for to-morrow. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They have gone! 


back to their duties elsewhere. 


Dr. AMBROSE: Does it not follow, 
then, that some place is over-policed ? 


[No answer was given.] 


IRISH UNION AMALGAMATION, 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
what steps the Local Government Board 
are taking to promote amalgamation of 
unions, and to remove any legal diffi- 
culties that may stand in the way ; what 
action has been taken on the Local 
Government Board’s Sanitary Order of 
the 4th of May, 1900, with respect to the 
appointment of a responsible sanitary 
ofticer in each group of unions, and will 
he say whether parties holding offices in 
county infirmaries are eligible as deriving 
their salaries from the poor rate for the 
office of poor law guardian. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The general ques- 
tion of the amalgamation of unions is 
engaging the attention of the Local 
Government Board; investigations in 
the matter are now in progress. 
provision in the Order of May, 1900, with 
respect to the appointment of a medical 
superintendent officer of health has not 
been acted upon in any case. The oppor- 
tunity to act upon it will only arise as 
vacancies occur in the office of consulting 
oficer. I am unable to reply to the 
second paragraph ; the point is one for 
determination in a court of law. 


EVICTIONS IN IRELAND. 

Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can state the number of 
families that have been evicted in Ire- 
land between the years 1886 and 1900 
inclusive, also the number of persons in 
each family. 


Mr. WYNDHAM.: The total number | 


of families evicted in the period of fifteen 
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| years mentioned was 20,352. There are 
/no records of the number of persons in- 
cluded in the evicted families. The 
/number of families remaining out of 
| their holdings is not, of course, correctly 

represented by these statistics, since a very 
| large proportion of them have been re- 
_ stored to their farms. 


SLIGO MAGISTRACY. 

| Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that magistrates holding His Majesty's 
commission of the peace for the county 
of Sligo, especially those appointed be- 
tween the years 1892 and 1896, are pro- 
hibited by a rule of the Lord Chancellor 
from adjudicating outside certain pre- 
scribed districts ; and whether, in view of 
the fact that quite recently two paid 
resident magistrates appeared at the 
ordinary petty sessions court at Tubber- 
curry, in that county, when the principal 
business was the hearing of trivial charges 
preferred against two respectable persons, 
he will abolish that rule, or else modify it, 
so that the area of adjudication for county 
magistrates be extended. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The practice is that 
magistrates, when about to be appointed, 
should state what petty sessions courts 
they purpose to attend. It was adopted 
long before the year 1892, and has been 
found to be necessary, in order to make 
proper provision for the manning of the 
petty sessions bench and the due ad- 
ministration of justice. The practice 
has no application to resident magistrates. 
It is not proposed to modify it. 


LISBURN DISTURBANCES—MR. TREW’S 
SPEECHES. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that in a case of being disorderly in the 
street brought against a man named 
M‘Grogan, in the Lisburn town court 
on Thursday last, Sergeant Fullerton, 
who prosecuted, swore that a man 
'named Trew had used strong language 
_against Roman Catholics in the Market 
| Square on the previous Saturday night 
_when preaching, which incited M‘Grogan 
| to disorder, and which he considered 
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provocative ; is he aware that the chair-, grade is to be discontinued after the 
man of the court, Dr. McKenzie, said present year, and having regard to the 
that Trew should be summoned, con- | effect that this change will have on poor 
demned his language as hurtful to pupils since rewards are reserved for 
Roman Catholic feeling, and discharged | students of fifteen years of age, and with 
M‘Grogan; and can he say if Trew | the view of preventing the loss of benefits 
is the same person who is alleged to have of secondary education to the children 
incited to the riots in Belfast on the of those in humble circumstances, 
9th instant and subsequent dates; if so, whether he will ask the Commissioners 
has the suggestion of the Lisburn magis- | to reconsider their decision in this matter. 
trates, that Trew should be summoned, 
been acted on, or is it the intention of Mr. WYNDHAM: In discontinuing 
the Crown to prosecute him for his the custom of giving prizes and exhibi- 
language in Lisburn ? tions directly to the students in the pre- 
paratory grade, the Board of Intermediate 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Trew is the person | Education was strongly influenced by 
charged with inciting to riot in Belfast ; the weight of evidence given before the 
for this a prosecution has already been | recent Commission on Intermediate Edu- 
directed against him, in which it is | ecation as to the danger of educational 
possible that this speech, made in Lisburn, over-pressure at an early age. The 
may be given in evidence. I must, Board, however, have taken power in 
therefore, decline to enter more fully Rule No. 42 of the new rules to assign 
into the matter, as it is involved in a to managers of schools a sum of money, 
pending prosecution. not exceeding £1 for each student who 
shall have passed in the preparatory 
grade, as a prize fund to the school, to 
be applied according to a scheme to be 
approved by the Board. 


UNITED IRISH LEAGUE PLACARDS. 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state by what authority CORK COUNTY POOR RATE 
and under whose direction Constable , COLLECTORS. 
Hallisey acted in tearing down a poster, Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Mid) I beg 
convening a meeting of the United Irish to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
League at Shanballymore on Sunday Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
last, the 16th instant ; and, seeing that the state in what manner the lodgments are 
poster did not contain anything of an made by the collectors of poor rate in 
illegal or intimidatory nature, will the Cork County, and whether the sums col- 
police be instructed to abstain in future | lected by them are lodged to the credit 
from interference with meetings of the of the county council at the close of the 
United Irish League at Shanballymore. half-year or as they are received from 
a Be a the ratepayers, and, if the latter course 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member is may ean he say by what method 
has not been correctly informed. The the eet which asenen on. Gee 
placard referred to was not torn down lodgments is allocated amongst the dif- 
by the police. No instructions of the | ferent unions, and how many collectors 
nature mentioned in the second para-| jaye lodged their collections in banks 
graph are necessary. | different from the accredited treasurers 
of the county council, and whether this 
IRISH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION | proceeding is sanctioned by the Local 
BOARD—PREPARATORY GRADE | Government Board. 
PRIZES. | 
Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid):| Mr. WYNDHAM: The secretary 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the|to the county council states that the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten-j| collectors are required to lodge their 
tion has been drawn to the new rule | collections to the credit of the coundl 
of the Intermediate Education Board for | fortnightly, or oftener when the sums 
Ireland whereby the custom of awarding | collected amount to £100. The county 
prizes and exhibitions in the preparatory | at large is credited with the interest on 
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the lodgments, and it would not be practic- 
able to allocate the interest to particular 
districts. The collectors of one union, 
instead of lodging the moneys to the credit 
of the council, lodged them to their own 
credit with a branch treasurer. This 
irregularity was corrected by the county 
council, who did not, however, bring it 
under the notice of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


PROTECTION OF IRISH DAIRY 
INDUSTRY. 

Mr. O’'SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
drawn to recent prosecutions in England 
indicating that foreign products, such as 
bacon, butter, and eggs, are sold as Irish 
products ; whether the Department of 
Agriculture in Ireland has made any 
representations to the English Board ot 
Agriculture as tothe necessity for a more 
energetic and stringent enforcement of 
the law in this matter ; and whether, if 
this cannot be otherwise secured, the 
Department of Agriculture in Ireland 
has power to devote a portion of its 
income to the payment of special inspec- 
tors for the detection of such frauds in 
the chief centres of population in England 
and Scotland ; if whether it will 
consider the advisability of doing so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The Department has been in correspond- 
ence with the English Board of Agricul- 
ture in regard to butter frauds. The 
Irish Department has recently increased 
its staff of transit inspectors, who are 
required to protect the interests of Irish 
produce both in transit and on sale, in 
Great Britain as well as in Ireland. 


SO, 


WEST AND SOUTH CLARE 
WAY TAXES. 
Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the electoral divisions of | 
Dromane, Inniscaltra North, and Mount 
Shannon, in the Scariff rural district, 
have been called upon to pay taxes in 
connection with the working of the West 
and South Clare Railways, although the 
divisions named are comprised in the 
South Galway Parliamentary Division, | 


RAIL- 
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'and therefore not included in the list of 

guaranteeing baronies ; and, seeing that 
the Local Government Board informed 
the Clare County Council on 27th April 
last that the said divisions could not be 
legally taxed in connection with the 
working of these railways, and that they 
have already paid a portion of the baronial 
taxes, whether he will cause directions 
to be issued to the proper authority, 
informing them that, in striking the next 
rate for these particular divisions, a 
remission should be made, amounting to 
the sum already illegally levied from 
them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are as 
stated in the question. The Board in- 
formed the Council that, in its opinion, 
tne electoral divisions referred to are not 
legally liable for any portion of the guaran- 
tees in respect of the South Clare or West 
Clare Railway. The Board will suggest 
to the Council the desirability of re- 
mitting the rate already assessed upon 
these divisions. 


CONGESTION IN THE BAWNBOY 
RURAL DISTRICT. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to a resolution of the Bawnboy 
Rural District Council asking the Local 
Government Board to have several 
electoral districts in the Bawnboy rural 
district scheduled under the Congested 
Districts Act, and what steps, if any, have 
been taken to comply with the resolu- 
tion. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Legislation would 
be necessary to enlarge the area of dis- 
tricts at present scheduled as congested. 


IRISH FISHERY COMMISSION — 
MR. LANE’S APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 


‘ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether Mr. Lane, 
the temporary Fishery Commissioner 
recently appointed in Ireland, was re- 
quired to pass any examination to test 
his fitness for the office ; and, if not, will 
he be required to pass an examination 
before he is permanently appointed ; and 
whether he can say what qualifications 
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or practical experience in fishing industry 
this gentleman has had, or in what 
industrial pursuit he has been engaged 
during his life. 


Questions, 


The following question was also on the 
Paper :— 


*Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Mid): To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state | 
now long it is intended to continue Mr. | 


Lane in the positiorf of temporary inspec- 


tor of fisheries in Ireland; and, seeing 


that, in addition to his qualifications on 
account of having assisted Mr. Green in 
a survey of the deep sea fisheries, the 
development of the Irish fisheries requires 


the care and attention of inspectors | 
possessing expert knowledge, whether | 


he will take steps to secure that a gentle- 
man of practical experience and proper 
training shall be elected to fill the 
vacancy caused by the retirement of 
Mr. Cecil Roche. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will at the same 
time reply to the question of the hon, 
Member for Mid Cork. Examinations 
are not held for the post of Fishery 
Inspector. Mr. Lane was not, therefore, 
examined. The question of making a 
permanent appointment has not arisen. 
I have already stated that Mr. Lane has 
special knowledge of deep sea and inland 
fisheries. He was not appointed as an 
expert in fisheries, but mainly because 
of his business training and experience, 
and with a view to assist the Department 
in the development of the fisheries on 
their commercial and industrial side. 
The fisheries branch of the Department 
is already sufficiently strong in expert 
officers. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : The right 
hon. Gentleman has not said in what 
industrial pursuit this gentleman has 
been engaged during his life. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe he has 
been in business as a brewer. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is _ it 
intended that he shall pass any test 
examination before he is permanently 
appointed ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
has nothing to do with the question. 
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| Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: With all 
respect, Sir, it is part of the question on 
| the Paper. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of a 
| permanent appointment does not arise, 
| I decline to commit the Government to 
make the appointment permanent. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Is it not a 
fact that civil service clerks have to pass 
an examination before appointment ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member is now arguing the question. 


INTIMIDATION IN COUNTY SLIGO. 


CoLonEL M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received letters from Mr. Charles 
Phibbs, of the County Sligo, stating that, 
as a consequence of taking a grazing 
farm from Lord Harlech, he was at once 
deserted by all his farm hands; that, 
with one exception, they refused the offer 
of higher wages, saying that if they 
remained they might be murdered ; that 
the local blacksmith refused to do any 
work for him; that the only man re- 
maining in his employment has been 


threatened ; and that a draper in Bally- 


mote has given his assistants instructions 
not to supply his family with any goods ; 
whether he is aware that since these 
letters were written Mr. Phibbs has 
been boycotted; and whether under 
these circumstances the Government 
will take steps to protect Mr. Phibbs. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; the 
letters referred to have been received by 
me, but I had full cognisance of the facts 
apart from communications. Mr. Phibbs 
will be provided with ample protection. 


CotoneL M‘CALMONT: Has _ not 
Mr. Phibbs been denounced by what is 
known as the Irish National League; 
and, if so, is he to be compelled in the 
future to live under the rule of that body, 
or will Government protect him ? 


Mr. O’DOWD: Was not Mr. Phibbs 
ostracised by his own party some years 
ago ? 


Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 
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cession wrung from Irish landlords ai Mr. WYNDHAM: As soon as the 

late years has—— | Order is confirmed the Local Government 
| Board will take action on it. 

| 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Captain DONELAN : May I ask——| INFRINGEMENTS OF IRISH 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If! a 
Mr. O'MARA: I beg to ask the 


any further questions are to be asked| P : 
notice must be given in the ordinary | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 


ir. of Ireland if he will grant a Return for 
Z P . | the years 1890 to 1900 inclusive of 
Captain DONELAN: But—— | prosecutions undertaken in Ireland of 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | infringement of the fishery laws by mas- 
t ‘ters of beam or otter trawl vessels 
Captain DONELAN : It is only very | round the coast of Ireland. 
short, Sir. 
: . : | Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; the 
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | Return will be granted. 
must accept my decision, whether he | 
thinks it right or wrong. | 
| | MAIDEN QUARTER SESSIONS IN 
IRISH COUNCILS AND DIRECT | ee 
LABOUR. | Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) : [| ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | if the sheriff of a county is bound to 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the | 4ttend at quarter sessions in Ireland for 
county and district councils may forth-| the purpose of presenting white gloves 
with formulate schemes for the employ- | ©, the presiding judge when absolute 
ment of direct labour, in anticipation of crimelessness prevails in a district ; and, 
the Provisional Order which will come | if 8°, what is the explanation of the 
into operation in Ist April, 1902; and, | absence of the sheriff of Kerry from the 
if so, whether he will direct the Local | 4uatter sessions at present being held at 
Government Board to so advise the| Killarney, and the last quarter sessions 
siveral councils. ‘held three months ago, at both of which 
there was no criminal business to be dis- 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The Provisional | posed of. 
Order cannot be acted upon till it is con- | 
firmed by Parliament. The Board will! THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
circulate the Order as soon as it becomes | IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
law, and will advise the councils as to the | N.): The sheriff is not under any obliga- 
preliminary steps which may be taken | tion such as is suggested. The explana- 
for the purpose of putting the Order in tion of his absence on the occasions 
force on the appointed day. referred to is stated in the question, 


ie GUETIWAW - Canast the comm namely, that there were not any prisoners 
i eaten arn leap: soni ; or traverses for trial. 
cils take the preliminary steps before the 
Ist April ? 

es mn , “ITZGERALD ESTATE, CO. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: They must wait cin ne 

until Parliament has confirmed the r 
= s . ALR. ) 4 i Le i 7 ask MI. 

Provisional Order, which I hope will be | eee 8 ee ee 
not many days hence. 


Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he will state why the receiver on the 
*Mr. SHEEHAN: Will the Right hon. | Fitzgerald estate, in the county West- 
Gentleman direct or request the Local) meath, has been ordered to sue for the 
Government Board for Ireland, when the | hanging gale, and whether he has sanc- 
Provisional Order is confirmed, to inti-| tioned this proceeding. 

mate to the County and District Councils | 

that they may proceed to formulate) Mr. ATKINSON: This estate is 
schemes for the employment of direct | under the jurisdiction of the Land Court. 
labour. No proceedings have been taken by th 
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receiver, and will not be taken unless 
by the direction of the land judge. The 
executive Government has no control 
in the matter. 


DUBLIN POLICE COURT FINES. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he can state how much of the 
£5,760 16s. 5d. levied as fines and costs 
in the Dublin police courts in the year 
1899 was distributed amongst local 
bodies, and if he can name the local 
bodies to whom the money was paid. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The allocation of 
the sums paid to local bodies out of the 
amount mentioned in the question was 
as follows :—To the Dublin Corporation, 
£479 17s. 3d.; to the Pembroke Urban | 
District Council, £30 19s. 2d.; to the 
Nathmines Urban District Council, 
£10 3s. 5d.; and to the Drumcondra | 
Urban District Council, £4 2s. Od. 


AUDIT OF IRISH PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury | 
whether he can see his way to have the 
present arrangements altered so that in | 
future the accounts of the Irish public | 
departments may be audited permanently 
in Dublin. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
In the case of certain accounts where | 
access is required to books and documents 
which cannot conveniently be trans- 
mitted to the Audit Office a local test | 
is already made. So far as is known, 
no inconvenience arises from the trans- 
mission of accounts from Ireland and | 
their audit in London. If the examina- | 
tion of the Irish accounts were conducted 
locally by officers under the direction | 
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senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that, although established 
sorting and telegraph clerks are entitled 
to free medical attendance, the sorting 
and telegraph clerks at Clones do not 
| enjoy this privilege ; and whether, seeing 
that a number of post offices in England 
which do not possess a more numerous 
postal staff, have a post office doctor, 
'the same right may be extended to the 
| officials in Clones. 

| 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
| Free medical attendance is supplied only 
| at offices at which the Department has 
appointed a medical officer, and Clones 
is not one of those offices. The question 
of appointing a medical officer at Clones 
|is now under consideration. 


IRISH LIGHTS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that about 
two years ago the Irish Lights Commis- 
sion agreed to remodel the Maiden 
Lights by erecting a new and improved 
light on the rock adjacent to the course ot 


‘the mail steamers, which are now larger 


and faster; also to place a large buoy 
at Hunter’s Rock and Highlandman’s 
Rock, and to put a fog signal on the 
main land ; and, seeing that many 


'aecidents have occurred, and that the 


Larne and Belfast Harbour Commis- 
sioners made repeated applications to 
have these improvements carried out, 
whether he will take measures to have 
them completed before the coming winter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: _ The 
Trinity House on the 15th instant noti- 
fied to the Board of Trade their approval 
of a proposal by the Commissioners ot 











of the Comptroller and Auditor General, | Trish Lights to improve the light at the 
great practical inconvenience would result | Rast Maidens, and the scheme is now 
trom the necessity of referring questions | being considered by the Board of Trade. 
to London before bringing them to the | But the cost of the work is not included in 
notice of the Dublin accounting officers, | the Estimates for the current year. [am 
while the opportunity at present available | informed that a buoy will be placed at 
to the Comptroller and Auditor General | Highland Rock in a few weeks time. 
of personal conference with his officers | while the description of buoy to be placed 
would be wanting. at Hunter’s Rock is under consideration. 
The Lighthouse authorities are of opinion 
that it would not be desirable to put a 
fog-signal near the Maidens, and _ the 
nautical adviser to the Board of Trade 
concurs in this view. 


CLONES POSTAL STAFF—FREE 
MEDICAL ATTENDANCE. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- | 
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925 Message from 
IRISH UNIVERSITY COMMISSION. 


Mr. MORRIS: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is yet 
ina position to state the terms of reference 
to the Royal Commission on University 
Education in Ireland, and the names of 
the gentlemen who are to serve on the 
same. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Within the 
last hour or two I have been placed in a 
position to answer my hon. friend’s 
question, and I am very sorry, for reasons 
which will suggest themselves to all 
interested in this matter, that I have not 
been able at an earlier date to give any 
information to the House on this subject. 
The reference to the Commission is in 
the following terms— 


“To inquire into the present condition of the 
higher general and technical education available 
in Ireland outside Trinity College, Dublin, and 
to reportas to what reforms, if any, are 
desirable in order to render that education ade- 
quate to the needs of the Irish people.” 


The members of the Commission are 
twelve. The Chairman is Lord Robert- 
son, formerly a well-known Member of 
this House as Lord Advocate, late Lord 
Justice General, and now one of the 
Lords of Appeal in Ordinary. I will 
read the other names in alphabetical 
order-—Professor Butcher, late Fellow 
of Trinity College, Cambridge, Fellow of 
University College, Oxford, and Professor 
of Greek in Edinburgh University ; 
the Roman Catholic Bishop of Clonfert, 
Senator of the Royal University of Ire- 
land; Professor Ewing, Professor of 
Mechanism and applied Mechanics, Cam- 
bridge University ; Sir Richard Jebb, a 
Member of this House, Regius Professor 
of Greek in Cambridge University ; Mr. 
Justice Madden, well-known to Members 
of this House; Lord Ridley, Fellow of 
All Souls College, Oxford; Professor 
Rhys, Professor of Celtic in 


Oxford ; Professor Rucker, Fellow and 
late secretary of the Royal Society, Pro- 
tessor of Physics at the Royal College of 


Science, London, and one of our most | 


distinguished physicists; Professor J. 
Lorrain Smith, Professor of Pathology 
and Bacteriology in Queen’s College, 
Belfast ; 
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College, Galway ; and Mr. Wilfrid Ward, 


Oxford 
University, and Principal of Jesus College | 


Mr. Starkie, Resident Com- | 
missioner of National Education in Ire- | 
land, and formerly President of Queen’s | 
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late Examiner in Mental and Moral 

Science at the Royal University of Ire- 
land. Of these twelve, four are Irishmen 
and resident in Ireland, the rest are resi- 
dent in Great Britain. Three are Roman 
Catholics, and the other nine are Pro- 


| testants. 


OLD AGE PENSIONS. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he has 
received a unanimous resolution passed 
at the annual meeting of the delegates 
of the Hearts of Oak Benefit Society, 
recommending that the State should 
provide a scheme of old age pensions, 
commencing at the age of sixty-five, of 


‘not less than 5s. per week, to persons 


who have been members of a thrift 
society for at least twenty years; and 
whether he can fall in with their desire. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have received 
the document to which the hon. Gentle- 
man refers. He can hardly expect me 
to make any announcement on the 
subject of old age pensions at the present 
moment. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman wish me to con- 
vey that answer to a quarter of a million 
electors ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have con- 


veyed it by giving the answer myself. 


WORKSHOP ACTS 

(EXPENSES). 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of any expenses 
incurred by the Secretary of State under 
any Act of the present session to amend 
the Factory and Workshops Acts (King’s 
Recommendation signified), to-morrow. 
—(Mr. Secretary Ritchie.) 


FACTORY AND 
AMENDMENT 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘© An Act to amend the law relating to 
County Courts in Ireland.” County 


Courts (Ireland) Bill [Lords] 











Youthful 
NEW BILL. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS. 
*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircui£, Croydon): I have to ask leave 
to introduce a Bill to amend the law 
relating to youthful offenders and for 
other purposes connected therewith. 
The object of the Bill is, as far as possible, 
to protect young people from being 
contaminated by the influences of 
prisons and workhouses. The House 
will remember that a similar Bill came 
down from the House of Lords last 
session, but, while the provisions of 
the Bill as a whole were generally 
acceptable, there was one provision, that 
relating to the whipping of young 


prisoners, which met with a considerable , 


amount of opposition, and the Bill in con- 
sequence did not proceed any further. | 
do not desire that the other extremely 
useful provisions of a measure of that 
kind should be shipwrecked upon that 
rock again, and therefore I have from 
the present Bill omitted that clause, but 
retain in the Bill all those provisions 
which would have a very considerable 
indirect influence in preventing young 
persons going to prison. I need not 
detain the House at any length by 
describing the provisions of the present 
Bill. There is a provision that children 
and young persons who are on remand, or 
waiting trial, instead of being sent to 
prison or to the workhouse, should be 
committed to the charge of some reliable 
person, who will be responsible for the 
production of the individual whenever 
necessary. The children will be com- 
mitted to houses set apart for that pur- 
pose, and I believe that already in various 
parts of the Metropolis houses are 
available for carrying out this provision. 
According to last year’s Bill, if a parent 
or guardian had conduced to the child’s 
offence by neglect he was made liable to 
a fine of £5. In the present Bill the 
parent or guardian is made individually 
responsible for the whole of the fine and 
costs which may be inflicted on the child 
if he is shown to have contributed to 
the offence by neglect. We also amend 
the machinery for the recovery of 
parental contributions towards the main- 


tenance of a child or young person who 
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| has been sent to a reformatory or in- 
‘dustrial school. At present the law is 
‘found in practice to be very inefficient, 
and it is very hard in a great number of 
cases to recover these contributions 
completely or even at all. The 
indirect effect of this and the former 
provision will be to induce parents 
and guardians to make every effort 
to prevent children from coming within 
the meshes of the law. There js 
another provision in the Bill which has 
been asked for many times by the repre- 
sentatives of Ireland. It deals with the 
unsatisfactory state of the law in Ireland 
with regard to the committal of young 
persons to reformatories. The law is not 
clear, but it seems to have been held 
that young persons in Ireland cannot 
, be committed to reformatories unless 


they have previously been sent to 
prison. By altering this the Bill 
will assimilate the law in Ireland 


to the law in England in this respect. 
I hope and believe that these provisions 
will receive the general assent of the 
House, and that with the assistance of 
the House we shall be enabled to pass 
the Bill into law in the present. session. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): This is a subject in 
which I have always taken a great deal 
of interest, and I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether this Bill will 
deal with the most serious part of the 
matter. In the case of a trifling offence, 
where a small fine of 1s. or 2s. 6d. is im- 
posed, costs of £1, and sometimes of £2 or 
£3, follow upon the certificate of the 
magistrate, and only too frequently the 
parent, who is ready to pay the fine, 
may be utterly unable to pay the costs. 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman in his 
Bill will deal with that. The costs 
cannot be imposed under Lord Cross's 
Act unless there is a certificate given by 
the magistrate, but my observation leads 
me to believe that, unfortunately, the 
certificate is given almost as a matter ol 


| course. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Youthful Offenders, and for other pur- 
poses connected therewith, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Secretary Ritchie, 
Mr. Solicitor General, and Mr. Jesse 
Collings. 
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929 
YOUTHFUL 


“ To amend the Law relating to Youth- | 


ful Offenders, and for other purposes con- 


nected therewith,” presented accord- | 


ingly, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 221.] 


FINANCE BILL. 


Considered in Committee :— 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the chair.] 
Clause 2 :— 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) moved 
an Amendment having for its object the 
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exclusion of “ His Majesty’s colonies and | 


possessions’ from the proposed tax. 
He said the proposal he would make 
later on, if the Committee accepted this 
Amendment, to give the colonies pre- 
ferential terms by admitting their im- 
ports of sugar at a reduction of 333 per 
cent., might be approached from two 
points of view. In the first place it 
might be looked upon from the point of 
view of giving help to the colonial sugar 
industry. Practically he suggested that 
colonial sugar should pay 2d. where 
foreign sugar paid 3d. The market for 
colonial sugar in this country, under 
the operation of European bounties, 
had gradually fallen away almost to 


nothing. By the adoption of his pro- 
posal the market for colonial sugar 


would gradually revive, and cane sugar 
would take the place of foreign beet 





Bill. 


|}out recommendations. That was in 
addition to £82,000 given in relief of 
distress caused by the hurricane in 
1898. He certainly thought the West 
Indies should receive from this country 
better consideration in view of the fact 
that in the course of the next few 
years the American market would show 
the outlook to be even more dreary than 
it was at present. He could not help 
| thinking that if by some means of adjust- 
ment of our fiscal relations we could do 
something to avoid on one hand the 
continual giving of doles to the West 
Indies and at the same time assist them 
‘to revive what was their natural and 
profitable industry, the growth of sugar, 
we should be devoting ourselves to a 
cause at once practical, profitable, and 
patriotic. The loss of revenue from the 
proposal which he made would not 
amount to more than £60,000 if the 
imports were on the scale of last year, and 
the ultimate increase in importation 
_ would be gradual. 

One objection that was raised by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
the danger of fraudulent imports of 
foreign sugar being brought into this 


930 


‘country as colonial. There was no com- 


modity whose origin was more easy to 
trace than sugar. Did the Chancellor 


‘of the Exchequer seriously maintain 


sugar in this country, a result which he | 


was sure the House, without distinction 
of party, would welcome. Our West 
Indian colonies, which had been reduced 


from prosperity almost to the verge of | 


bankruptey, would become once more 
self-supporting and prosperous parts of 
the Empire. Time and again the con- 
dition of the West Indies had been 
brought before the House. It was an 
old and a very sad story. In answer toa 


question put to him on 29th April last | 


the Colonial Secretary stated that, in- 
cluding the sum in this year’s Estimates, 
the financial assistance which had been 
given to the West Indies amounted to 


about £320,000 in five years in carrying | lower in the case of sugar coming from 


that Germany could send huge quanti- 
ties of sugar to Queensland or Jamaica 
and then be able to re-ship it as colonial 
sugar ? Could that be done without the 
colonies knowing all about it 2? Would 
the colonies connive at it, or would it 
even pay Germany to do so? Was it 
_ seriously contended that sugar importers 
would arrange to forge bills of lading so 
that a cargo coming from France would 
appear in the ship’s papers as hailing 
‘from Barbados? He submitted that 
such a contention could not seriously 
be entertained. There was a third 
objection which could be raised, and that 
| was that the granting of this preference 
to colonial sugar would be an infringe- 
ment of free trade. But was it not the 
acme of Cobdenite pedantry to object 
to freer trade in sugar between the 
colonies and the mother country? His 
Amendment did not propose to put an 
|import duty on sugar, it only provided 
|that certain import duties should be 
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British colonies than on that coming 
from foreign countries. British disciples 
of free trade had objected to counter- 
vailing duties against bounty-fed sugar 
because they would not have any import 
duty imposed on commodities ; but when 
there was an import duty, surely they 
ought not to object to any reduction of it. 

There was a question connected with 
this matter of sugar which it was 
almost impossible to avoid touching 
upon, he meant the question of bounties. 
He did not want to enter at length upon 
that question that day, partly because 
he quite understood it was a matter of 
the utmost difficulty and delicacy, as any 
one would realise who had 
French papers of the previous day ; and 
partly because anything that might be 
said in the House of Commons might 
hamper the course of His Majesty’s 
Government during the next few months 
—a course which he hoped they would 
enter upon with a strong desire and an 
earnest sympathy to do all that they 
possibly could for colonial sugar pro- 
duction. He would only say on this 
matter that he really did not see why 
they should not have preferential duties 
and the abolition of the bounties as well. 
The colonies needed badly all the help 
they could get, while he believed the 
bounty-giving States, particularly Ger- 
many, the most powerful of all, were 
heartily sick of the increasing drain on 
their treasuries involved in the bounty 
policy, and he fancied they were willing 
enough to withdraw the bountics when- 
ever they could. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Montros:, in a 
speech of power, eloquence, and ability 
which everyone of them admired, spoke 
about some inevitable consequences of 
the increasing expenditure of the country 
and amongst them the right hon. Gentle- 


man said that it would be inevitable for | 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
widen his net. The Chancellor of the 


Exchequer had widened his net in the) 


present case, and had re-introduced the 
tax upon sugar. The one great object 
that he had in moving his Amendment 
was to urge the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to seriously consider whether 
in the imposition of fresh customs duties, 
he would look at the advisability of 
minimising the operation of these duties 
on goods which came to us from His 


Mr. Flower. 
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read the | 
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Majesty’s colonies and possessions. The 
case of Canada had been mentioned by 
his hon. friend the Member for Sheffield. 
Canada had carried out a proposal which 
had extorted enthusiasm from us all: 
but, after all, he did not suppose we really 
built up an empire entirely by enthu- 
thusiasm. He did not imagine that we 
consolidated. our position merely by 
expressions of goodwill. Something 
more solid and practical than that was 
required ; and he submitted to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that, in 
view not only of what Canada had done, 
| but of what Australia was capable of 
doing, that he should make a serious 
attempt to consider the question of an 


inter-Empire preferential tariff. The 
question as regarded sugar was 


of the first importance in this matter, 
because Queensland and the other 
Australian colonies were exceedingly 
anxious to develop an English market, 
‘and such a proposal as he had made 
would be a great encouragement to 
them. If our colonies, as exemplified 
in the case of Canada, and as illustrated 
by the hesitating and waiting attitude 
of Australia, were prepared to meet us, 
ought we not to be prepared to meet 
them? He did not ask the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to plunge into the 
fiscal war—he should be sorry indeed 
to urge him on that course—but, as the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had to 
spread his net further and further in 
search of additional revenue, he should 
see whether it would not be advisable 
to give preferential terms to our colonies. 
This was a question which would grow 
more and more acute in this country. 
He knew that a deep interest was taken 
in this question by the working classes 
of the West Riding of Yorkshire, and he 
was convinced that they felt, when the 
colonies were coming to us in a spirit 
of such loyal co-operation in our military 
difficulties in South Africa, and also in 
a spirit of willing and loyal co-operation 
in Imperial affairs generally, and for 
commercial federation, that the time 
was ripe for the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to respond to their proposal in 
a sympathetic spirit, and to encourage 
the gradual formation of inter-Empire 
trade, which, he believed, would be the 
surest basis for the future consolidation 


of the Empire. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 3, after the word ‘ Ireland,’ 

to insert the words, ‘save from His Majesty’s 

colonies or possessions.’ ”’—(Mr. Flower.) 





be there inserted. ” 


*Toe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): My hon. friend who has 
brought this very important subject 
before the attention of the Committee 
commenced his remarks with an obser- 
vation with which all of us will sympa- 
thise. He regretted the present posi- 
tion of our West Indian colonies, and 
reommended his Amendment to the 
Committee mainly on the ground that 
its adoption would afford substantial 
relief and a prospect of improvement 
to those colonies which, in his judg- 
ment, nothing else would afford. I 










hope that my hon. friend will not for 
a moment suppose that I fail to sym- 
pathise with such a desire. I think 
that I have given practical proof of that 
desire in the large grants, amounting 
to £320,000, for the purposes of relief 
which have been presented to Parlia- 
ment during the last five years for the 
benefit of the West Indian colonies. 
My hon. friend proposes that this sugar 
duty, imposed solely with the object of 
raising revenue which is sorely needed, 
and which will be paid by the consumer 
here and not by the producer, should be 
levied in such a way as to extract one- 
third less from sugar coming from the 
colonies than from sugar coming from 
foreign countries. There I must join 
issue with my hon. friend. I cannot 
believe it would benefit this country or 
benefit the West Indies to adopt that 
policy. It is the policy of forty years 
ago, and it was abandoned after long 
trial as benefiting neither this country 
nor our colonial possessions. Let me 
address myself to the arguments which 
my hon. friend adduces. 


that is quite true so far as the present 


is concerned ; but, in passing, I ask | 
my hon. friend to consider what the | 


effect of adopting his proposal would be. 
It would not only deprive the Exchequer 
of a third of the revenue on sugar coming 
from British possessions ; it would also 
impose that third upon the consumers 
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(Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words | 


In the first | 
place, he said this would deprive the | 
Exchequer of very little revenue, and_ 
our colonies, because I believe it would 
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‘of sugar in this country, for it is 
‘obviously clear that consumers here 
would pay just as much for colonial 
,Sugar paying two-thirds duty as for 
foreign sugar paying the full duty. 
Therefore, while depriving the Exchequer 
of a certain amount of duty it would also 
take that amount out of the pocket of 
the home consumer for the benefit of the 
colonial producer. That is my hon. 
friend’s object. But he would not have 
proposed this Amendment if he desired 
that the finantial effect should con- 
tinue to be a small one. His 
desire is to encourage the production 
of sugar in our colonies, and to replace 
foreign sugar in this country by sugar 
produced in our colonial possessions. 
Therefore, he would be glad to see the 
day when a third of the whole revenue 
from sugar would be lost to the Exche- 
quer to pass into the pockets of colonial 
producers. But I do not believe that 
anything of the kind would happen, and 
I will tell my hon. friend why. He 
ridicules the idea of any possible fraud in 
‘connection with these preferential duties. 
He asked how was it possible that sugar 
could be sent from Germany or France 
to Jamaica in order to be re-exported to 
this country as colonial sugar. I agree 
with him. Sugar is too bulky and 
freight too dear for that operation. 
But Cuba is almost within sight of 
Jamaica, other West India Islands 
belonging to foreign countries are very 
near our own possessions. and French 
Guiana and Dutch Guiana are very near 
British Guiana. If we establish this 
preferential duty, in view of what I have 
said, we should have to safeguard that 
system by certificates of origin, and other 
precautions against fraud, which were 
absolutely intolerable when they existed 
in past years, and which would be in- 
finitely worse for the commerce of our 
colonies than the duty of which my hon. 
friend complains. Certainly I am_ not 
disposed to embark on such a policy as 
that, with the idea that it would benefit 


be injurious to our colonial trade. My 
hon. friend in one part of his speech 
showed the true meaning of his proposal. 
It is not merely a proposal to aid the 
| West Indies. My hon. friend admitted 
lit to be the commencement of a new 
fiscal policy for this country. If we 
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adopt it with regard to sugar we should 
have to follow it out with regard to tea, 
with regard to spirits, and with regard 
to every other colonial product to be 
found on the tariff. 


Mr. FLOWER said he only suggested 
the Amendment to apply to newly im- 
posed duties. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
see how it would be possible to make 
distinctions in the treatment of colonial 
products. If one colony producing a 
certain article is relieved of a third of 
the duty, then other colonies producing 
other articles would also claim to be 
similarly relieved. If my hon. friend’s 
proposal were to succeed there would be 
a very material reduction in the vield 
of our customs revenue. That would 
have to be made up by the imposition 
of new customs duties, in which the 
same principles must be foilowed. Sup- 
pose we put a duty on corn, flour, 


timber, wool. or meat, Canada would 
ask us to levy it on all corn and 
flour not produced in Canada which 


we import, and similarly with Canadian 
timber, Australian wool, meat from New 
Zealand, and on to every article 
which we import into this country and 
to which we should have to give this 
preference for colonial produce. | And 
what would be the effect of such duties 
on the cost of living, and therefore on 
the cost of production here? Would 
it not seriously injure our manufac- 
turers in their competition, already hard 
enough, with foreign countries? But 
that is not all. When we have done all 
that. foreign countries would come to 
us and say they were prepared to make 
the same tariff concessions to us 
our colonies if they were treated on equal 
terms. What would be the answer of 
my hon. friend. Would he say to foreign 
countries, “Oh, yes, we will do for 
you what we have done for our colonies 
if you will give us the same advantages.” 
Then this fiscal policy within the 
Empire would at once disappear and we 
would be caught in the meshes of the 
“most favoured nation ” 
would put an end to the whole thing. 
But if on the other hand my hon. friend 
said to foreign countries, No, you are 
not our colonies, we cannot give you the 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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same treatment. What then? Our 
export trade to foreign countries is more 
than double what it is to our colonies. and 
are we prepared to risk the loss of that 
trade by declining to give foreign coun- 
tries in return for the same concessions 
the treatment we give to our colonies 1 
I would warn the Committee that 
I am aware that even while I am 
speaking there is a strong feeling in Ger- 
many on this subject, and that if Parlia- 
ment were so ill advised as to adopt the 
policy of my hon. friend we should run 
the serious risk of losing the * most 
favoured nation” treatment for our 
commerce with Germany which we now 
enjoy. Having regard to what I have 
said, I trust the Committee will refrain 
from imposing on future Chancellors 
otf the Exchequer such difficult con- 
ditions as suggested by my hon. friend. 
I believe that they would be injurious 
both to the mother country and to the 
colonies. I say that not from 
any antiquated notions of free trade to 
which my hon. friend has alluded, but 
for the reasons that I have endeavoured 
shortly to place before the Committee. 
I will not detain the Committee further. 
except to say that I trust that the desire 
to assist the West Indies will not lead 
them into a path which would, to my 
mind, lead to as great a fiscal mistake 
as we could make. It would be the 
reversal of a policy which has been sue- 
cessful in promoting our trade and 
commerce with our colonies and with 
foreign countries for the last forty years. 


Stir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield. 
Central) said he regretted the speech 
which had just been made by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. It was most 
unfortunate that the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies was unavoidably absent. 
The right hon. Gentleman had made 
many speeches upon the commerce? oi 
the Empire, and through them all there 
ran the thought that the real foundation 
of the unity of the Empire lay in the 
development of its commercial policy. 
He would quote one extract from the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies— 

‘Experience has taught us that this closer 
union could be more hopefully approached in the 
first instance on its commercial side.” 

When the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
,in his Budget speech announced his 
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intention to impose an import duty on | 
agar, he professed anxiety to do some- | 
hing practical to restore the refineries 
in this country and to revive the sugar 
industry in our colonies. The right 
jon. Gentleman stated to-night the enor- | 
nous loss which the foreign bounty 
stem had imposed on the Empire, and | 
ie also referred to the £400,000 granted | 
i) the West Indies during the last five | 
yars. That was entirely on account 
if the depression caused by foreign | 
pounties. Here was the opportunity | 
to save the taxpayers from these re-| 
peated grants, because everyone who 
iad the slightest knowledge of the West 
Indies must know that that £400,000 
bad been paid by the taxpayers of this 
wuntry to relieve the West Indies, and 
ilthough there might have been some 
advantage in the cheapness of sugar, 













they paid away with one hand what they 
aved with the other. No one believed | 
that the grants which had been made 
ty the West Indies for the past five years 
would not have to be renewed from time 
totime if the policy of the Chancellor | 
ot the Exchequer of doing nothing to | 
develop the trade of the Empire were to | 
te pursued. He wished to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee to two extracts 
from the report of the Strong Commission 
which went out to the West Indies to in- 
vestigate the causes of the serious depres- 


ion existing there. That Commission 
wonsisted of three very distinguished 


gentlemen—Sir Henry Norman, chair- 
non; Sir David Barbour, a distinguished 
financial authority ; and the late Under 
‘ecretary for Foreign Affairs, who threw 
» much light on any subject with which 
he grappled. The Commissioners unani- 
ously stated that they could not close 
thir Report without expressing strong 
mpathy with the many persons en- 
giged in or dependent upon the sugar 
industry ; not only the labourers but 
the higher social class which had been 
mpoverished by the depression. Sugar 
was very cheap, and although he thought | 
he colonies were exceedingly grateful 
ior the sympathy expressed with them, 
it would have been much more to the 
pont if the Government of the mother 
ountry had done something practical to 
emove the causes of that depression, and 
‘vive an industry which had suffered 
0 severely. The chairman of the Com- 
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mittee, in a separate Report, differed from 
his colleagues as to the policy of imposing 
countervailing duties on bounty sup- 
ported sugar, and he urged that a duty 
should be levied on such sugar to an 
amount equal to the bounty paid upon 
it by any foreign Government. That was 
Now that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was proposing a 
duty upon all sugar coming into the 


‘country he had an opportunity given 


him of which he might take advantage 
withowt violently reversing what he 


called the policy of this country for the 


past forty years, and which he would tell 
his right hon. friend, whether he liked it 


or not, was going to be reversed in the 
very near future. 
to-day by the action of trade unions and 
large bodies of working-men acting within 
the law who viewed with disfavour the 
advantages foreigners at present enjoyed 
in our markets. 
hon. friend not to delude himself with the 
idea that he, as Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, or any other right hon. Gentleman 
was going to retain the system of free 
markets in this country without. reci- 
procity. 


It was being reversed 


He begged his right 


His right hon. friend had an oppor- 


tunity now of giving an advantage to 
colonial-grown sugar, but did not avail 
of it. 
the consumer would not get any advan- 
tage and that the price of sugar would 
not be lower. 

the consumer 
serious evil were wrought by it his right 
hon. friend would be able to remedy it. 
His hon. friend, himself, and many other 
hon. Gentlemen representing populous 
constituencies, and representing, Just as 
much as his right hon. friend did, mer- 
chants and manufacturers, asked, with 
the full knowledge and authority of 
their constituents, that that concession 
should be made in favour of trade with 
our colonies. 
against it that the consumer would get 
no advantage. 
the course of his reply evidently thought 
that the proposal, if adopted, would 
develop colonial trade to an enormous 
exterit, because he contemplated a great 
ensuing loss to the public revenue if the 
policy of the Amendment were adopted 
in the near future. 
result, his right hon. friend and his suc- 


Why? First of all, he said that 


But that was a matter for 
to consider, and it any 


It was not an argument 


His right hon. friend in 


But if that were the 
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cessors would be quite capable of finding 
new sources of revenue. His right hon. 
friend had had to obtain increased public 
revenue, and he found no difficulty 
whatever in doing it. He did so with 
the approval of the great majority of the 
country, and if he also adopted a policy 
which would develop trade with our 
colonies, and if }the public revenue were 
affected thereby, he would, with the 
power of the people, be able to propose 
new duties to counterbalance the loss 
incurred. Then his right hon. friend 
said that it would be no advantage to the 


{COMMONS} 





colonies. Would he stand up now and 
say that the preference granted by 
Canada was of no advantage to British 
trade ? 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
think the hon. Member will find that 
any material part of the improvement in 
the trade between Great Britain and 
Canada is due to that preference, for the 
simple reason that the preference still 
leaves a protective duty as against the 
British manufacturer in favour of the 
Canadian manufacturer, and the result 
is that, although our trade with Canada 
has largely increased, the trade of the 
United States, which has not a similar 
preference, with Canada has increased 
almost as much as ours. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT | said he 
supposed that trade with the United 
States had also largely increased. His 
right hon. friend would not admit that 
our trade with Canada increased because 
of the institution of a preference in 
favour of British goods. Was his right 
hon. friend acquainted with the causes 
which led to that increase? The facts 
and figures published by the Canadian 





Government and the statistics of the 
Board of Trade showed that since that 
preference was granted British trade 
with Canada had increased. He deeply 
regretted to hear his right hon. friend’s 
statement. What effect would that 
have on the Government and people of 
Canada? They owed an enormous debt 
to Sir Wilfrid Laurier for the boldness 
with which he came to England and 
advocated the denunciation of treaties, 
and also upon his firm attitude during 
the General Election last year. Why, the 
Cobden Club absolutely presented their 
gold medal to Sir Wilfrid Laurier mainly 


Sir Howard Vincent. 
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because of his attitude in that particular, | 
They did not hold a dinner because, he | 


believed, there were no funds available. 
but they held a meeting at which Lord 
Farrer and the few other gentlemen who 


constitute the Cobden Club were present, | 


and they voted Sir Wilfrid Laurier their 
gold medal. Therefore his right hon. 
triend had no reason to be so much afraid 
as he was of the Cobden Club. Then 
his right hon. friend held up the bogey of 
Germany. It was astonishing that his 
right hon. friend, connected with an 
Imperial Government for such a long 
series of years, should be so frightened of 
foreign Governments, or of what France 
or Germany might say or do. He 
wished his right hon. friend would try 
to think more about his own prope, 
about the needs of his own countrymen, 
the development of their own trade and 
of trade within the Empire. Germany 
could take good care of herself. She 
knew very well the advantages to be 


derived from their system. France 
knew it very well. Debates in the 
French Chamber and articles in the 


French press lately showed the reason 
why France should not quarrel with 
Great Britain, and that was because she 
was her best customer. Great Britain 
bought four times more from Franee 
than France did from Great Britain. 
How did Germany, France, Russia, and 
other countries show their gratitude for 
the policy of free imports into this country 
which was maintained by his right hon. 
friend? - By increasing their duties 
almost every year, and by putting greater 
difficulties in the way of our trade. That 
was the way they showed their grat: 
tude for the policy adopted by his right 
hon. friend who, in the British House oi 
Commons, said that he could not adopt 
the policy advocated by his ho 
friend the Member for Bradford, and 
voiced by working men_ throught 
the country, for fear of what Germany 
might say or do. Lord Salisbury hid 
pointed out the impossibility of negotii- 
ting with foreign Governments at tle 
present time. They could not negotiate 
as long as their policy was that of state 
men, he would not use any adjective, like 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, wh? 





| in the British House of Commons tre: 
| bled at the mention of the word “ Get 
They had no __ power 
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negotiate with foreign Governments. 
If they wanted to negotiate with the 
United States the British Minister would 
risit the Secretary of State at Washing- 
ion, With a view perhaps to having a 
harassing impost removed from a British 
import, but the Secretary of State would 
ay that if the United States gave Eng- 
land the concession she asked for,England 
had nothing to give in return. They 
had lost their bargaining power. It 
was not a question of goodwill, but of 
bargaining power, and a statement like 
that delivered by his right hon. friend— 
to which he listened with the greatest 
grief and pain—would do infinite harm. 
He feared there was no hope of turning 
his right hon. friend aside. 

His hon. friend called the attention of 
the Committee to the small amount 
of revenue involved. The amount was 
small, because although various parts 















oi the Empire were admirably adapted 
ior the cultivation of sugar, the industry 
was entirely ruined by the policy adopted 
by foreign countries. The figures were 
most astounding. Last year they im- 
ported from foreign countries nearly 
twelve million hundredweight of un- 
refined sugar, while they imported 
from British possessions only 1,377,000 
hundredweight. And the right hon. 
Gentleman could not give this little 
advantage to the colonies because of his 
fear of upsetting the fiscal system! As 
regards the West Indies the matter 
was most serious. A large sum, £400,000, 
had been given to them by the taxpayers 
of this country during the last five years— 


the right hon. Gentleman had_ been 


generous in this matter, it was true— 
but how much better it would be to give 
them a chance of being prosperous as 
they were before, and living by their 
own industry, than to compel them to 
live on doles given to them by the English 
people. The statement of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would have a most 
serious effect in the West Indies, where 
there was already a strong movement 
to have done with a country which did 
‘0 little for their commercial policy | 
and ally themselves with a great conti- 
nent which made commercial policy | 
the first point of its programme. He | 
urged the right hon. Gentleman to | 
consider the effect which would be 


produced in the West Indies by the | 
} 
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observations he had just made, and to 
which the Committee had listened with 
so much regret. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had spoken of his fear of fraud, 
but means could always be taken to 
prevent it ; he was afraid of fraud owing 
to the proximity of the Danish, Dutch, 
and American Islands, but precautions 
could always be taken against it. The 
answer the Committee had _ received 
this afternoon would not only have a 
serious effect in the West Indies and in 
Canada, but also in Australia, where 
the question of tariffs was now being 
considered, Mauritius, Queensland, and 
other places. He greatly regretted that 
the right hon. Gentleman would not give 
the little advantage for which the hon. 
Member for Bradford asked, first because 
of his fear of Germany ; secondly, because 
he feared it might reduce the revenue ; 
thirdly, because he thought the con- 
sumer would not get the 2d. in the ewt. ; 
and, fourthly, because he feared the 
Government would not be strong enough 
to prevent fraud. He could only express 
his intense regret that the right hon. 
Gentleman could not see his way to give 
this slight advantage to British import 
trade. 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I really rise to express 
my sympathy with the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who has brought such a 
pitiless storm about his head as that which 
has just come from the hon. and gallant 
Member for Central Sheffield. The hon. 
and gallant Member was so choked with 
emotion and indignation at the conduct 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
he was almost unable to express his views, 
and I really trembled for the right hon. 
Gentleman, because I thought the hon. 
and gallant Member was on the point of 
calling him perhaps a pro-Boer! But 
speeches of the kind to which we have 
just listened really explain the true 
character of this motion. We know very 
well the opinions of the hon. and gallant 
Member, and we know the sincerity 
and have seen the fervour with which 
he has spoken. He talked about the 
feelings of the working classes on this 
subject. Now, I imagine the working 


classes know, or at all events will soon 
discover, that they are the persons who 
will have to pay the whole of this in- 
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creased expenditure. 


{COMMONS} 


It is said that this | given away it must be found in some} 


enormous increased expenditure, both | 
normal and for the war, is for the advan- | 
tage of the Empire, but it is not the | 


Empire that pays for it ; it is that con- 


temptible, miserable corner of the Empire | 


ealled the United Kingdom that pays ; it 


is the working man of the United King- | 


dom that pays the whole of this additional 
taxation. And what is the proposal with 
regard to those parts of the Empire that 
do not contribute! We all recognise the 
zeal and valour with which the Colonies 
across the seas have sent their forces to aid 
in this war ; but the taxation for the war 
will not fall upon them, but upon the 
petty population of 40,000,000 who 
oceupy little England. And the proposal 
is that the working men, on whom this 


taxation falls, are to have an additional | 


burden put upon them in order to give 
relief to those who do not pay the taxes. 


[** No.”"] Members say “ No,” but it is 
the fact. Who is to get the advantage 


of this proposal 7? The sons of the Empire 
across the seas, who do not pay the 
interest on £150,000,000 of debt, the 
additional income-tax, the additional tea 
duty, and the additional sugar duty. We 
are to pay it all, and we are to make a gift 
to them, not only of this particular 
money, but the whole policy which it 
represents now. The working men of 
this country are not such fools as not to 
understand that perfectly well. The 
hon. and gallant Member spoke about 
receiving reciprocity. Unhappily, I re- 
gret to say, the West Indies are not in a 
position to grant any reciprocity at all, 
and therefore this would be a gift, so far 
as they are concerned, without reciprocity, 
and when the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man speaks of Australia, the Bill, at all 
events in regard to this clause, grants no 
reciprocity upon their part. The views 
of the hon. and gallant Gentleman as 
to reciprocity in this matter are entire 
delusion. On the part of the taxpayers 
of this country I protest against the 
claim which is made in the Amendment, 
and the much larger policy which it 
portends. ; 


Now, I will say no more upon that. 
The burden on the British taxpayer is 
heavy enough now, but it is more than 
likely to be a great deal heavier in the 
future, and therefore we cannot afford 
to give away revenue. If revenue is 
Sir William Harcourt, 


already. 
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other quarter. So we may put that! 
matter aside. The right hon. Gentleman! 
referred to what he ealled the great | 
dangers to this country. We have 
difficulties enough with our foreign trade| 
We know that the foreign trade} 
of this country as compared with that to 
British possessions is about asthree toone, 
and we are to put to risk the whole of that 
trade by proposals of this kind. We must 
not suppose that there will not be retalia- 
tion the moment we alter the status iy 
quo. It is all very well for the hon. and 
gallant Member for Central Sheffield to 
talk of not being afraid of Germany, 
The hon. gentleman is strong enough 
and brave enough to meet the whole 
German army in his own person, but 
when we come to business we cannot rely 
on his eloquence to overcome the views 
on trade which are entertained in the 
German Empire. And we may depend 
upon it that, not only in the German 
Empire, but in France and in othe 
countries as well, this trade of ours, which 
is more or less in a critical position, and 
at this moment is not so flourishing « 
we could desire, will be greatly endangered 
by what they might regard as a policy 
entirely disturbing existing relations 
On these grounds I regard a motion 0 
this character as of the most perilous 
description, and therefore I shall vote 
against it. 




























*Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber 
cromby) said he had often thought thit 
they showed rather too much cor 
sideration as to what other nation 
would do or think upon the question « 
our taxation, and he was not prepared 
follow the right hon. Gentleman as totl 
danger to our trade with foreign nation 
Speaking with some knowledge of th 
West Indian colonies which wer 
concerned with this tax, he wished fim 
of all to thank the hon. Member whi 
had referred to these colonies for dois 
so, because, with the exception of hi 
late lamented friend Colonel Milwatl. 
he was the only hon. Member who had 
referred the subject during the tilt 
this tax upon sugar had been on tlt 
tapis. The West Indies had been suffer 
ing from a tax on sugar very patient!) 
for many years, in the matter @ 
the bounties, and they would 
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tinue to suffer in patience, believing ‘£300,000 or £400,000 within the last 
that every lane had an ending, and five years. When gentlemen in the 
confident that His Majesty’s Govern- position of the right hon. Gentleman the 
ment were waking up to the seriousness Member for Northumberland, and col- 
of their needs and the duty of the leagues of his like Sir David Barbour, 
mother country towards them. The were prepared to endorse that view it 
West Indies were not asking for any showed that the West Indies were 
preference for their industry. It was justified in asking that after justice had 
true that when His Majesty's Govern- been done them by the removal of the 
ment came forward and put another bounties at the hands of foreign nations 
burden upon them by the tax it caused the mother country should consider 
the greatest disappointment amongst whether something could not be done 
them, and they were at first inclined to in the direction of removing the impost 
resent it as thoughtless. To those hon. upon rum. He would not detain the 
Gentlemen who did not understand the House any further, but he looked for- 
difficulties of the diplomatic situation it ward with confidence to the Government 
might appear inconsiderate on the partof doing something in the direction he 
the Government to spring this tax upon had indicated. Hope deferred had made 
the staple industry of the West Indies ; the heart of the West Indies rather sick, 
and while he sympathised with the hon. and it was now time that justice should 
Member for Bradford, and thanked him be done to them. 
for the sympathetic terms in which 
he had spoken of the condition of these’ \r BLAKE (Longford, §.) said 
colonies, he thought they were prepared je was glad that the hon. Gentlemen 
to postpone to a more convenient who had proposed and supported this 
season the great question which had motion has put their views before the 
been raised. hey were satisfied with Committee very clearly. It was well 
the opinion of His Majesty's Govern- that this should be so, as much mischief 
ment, expressed m many public docu- had been done, in his opinion, by coquet- 
ments, to the effect that they believed ting with this question. Much mischief 
‘that the bounty system was an injustice fad been done at the meetings of the 
‘and ought to be abolished, and they Conservative organisations by opinions 
looked anxiously forward to the time expressed upon this subject which had 
when the Government would do their | yeceived the approval of the chiefs of 
best to negotiate with foreign Govern- the party, and which had given hope and 
nents for the removal of those bounties. encouragement in that quarter which 
They were convinced that the industry gould never be realised in their time. 
to which those bounties were attached His own view was not quite that of the 
was perfectly able to hold its own in the ' Ghancellor of the Exchequer with refer- 
markets ot the world if it was fairly ence to the advantage which a colony 
treated. The Chancellor of the Ex- might receive from the adoption of the 
chequer alluded to the fact that this ' principle of preferential tariffs. He be- 
country had expended within the last jjeved some considerable advantage might 
mre years £400,000 for the benefit of pe derived by a colony under these 
these colonies, but the amount of money eonditions. But that was not the ques- 
we had expended in the West Indies hadition The question was the price at 
not been at all commensurate with the which that advantage to the colony 
charges we had levied upon them: would be obtained. The great advantage 
Those debts would never have been in- of this country, whose trade was, they 
‘curred if their industry had had legiti- yore told, in a somewhat critical con- 
mate treatment at the hands of the dition, was the soundness of its position 
mother country. N men. tee Ter ‘Ol... vchencs to the question of duties. 
4d. per gallon was imposed upon rum, a Phat was the great advantage of the 
very heavy impost was placed upon position in which this country stood as 
‘another important product of the West, trading, manufacturing and carrying 
Indies, and as long as that tax remained country. Great Britain was not depend- 
they might consider themselves very ent upon devices which rendered trade 
diberally treated byzcontributing only less free and interfered with its liberty 
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to obtain in the cheapest market what-| Before this debate ended he trusted that 


ever it wanted. 


shoulder to the wheel. The advance 
made by foreign countries in technical 
education and the sacrifices they had 
made to improve their trade had _pro- 
duced a state of things which was not 


likely to render this country altogether | 


happy. In the situation in which they 


were placed, to suggest that this country, | 


instead of keeping fast by that which 
was good, holding to the solid 
element, and adding to its strength by 
diminishing its expenditure and duties 
all round, thus increasing its power as 
a manufacturing, trading, and carrying 
nation, should enter into this quixotic 
enterprise, which would produce dis- 
advantages, far outweighing any possible 
advantages, seemed to his mind perfectly 
absurd. He trusted it would come to 
be understood that that was the definite 
policy of the leaders of opinion on both 
sides of the House. It was all very well 
for the hon. Member for Sheftield to say 
what was coming in the future. In 
the position in which this country stood 
—a state of things in which the con- 
crete and the abstract ran together— 
no large departure could be made from 
the present system without increasing 
the price of raw materials. To suggest 
to the people of this country that a 
policy ot this kind would have to be 
adopted was a sure omen for over- 
whelming defeat and disaster to those 
who brought forward such views as 
serious propositions for the welfare of 
the people. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury) said that if the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer could see his way to agree to 
the Amendment the greatest enthusiasm 
would be felt. He was somewhat as- 
tonished at the views expressed by his 
hon. friend who had last spoken, because 
Canada had expressed the strongest 
opinion that any expression of views by 
the House of Commons such as had now 
been moved would create a kindly feeling 
in Canada towards England; and the 
rejection of such a motion, after the 
sacrifices which Canada had made in 
order to show her affection for the mother 
country, would cause the greatest dis- 
appointment to that part of the Empire. | 
Mr. Blake. 


They had much to fear 
in the future if they did not put their 


| his right hon. friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would make matters clear 
upon this point, otherwise it might be 
| thought that they did not care about the 

colonies when questions of taxation 
arose. He hoped that his hon. friend 
would go to a division. 


| *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I feel strongly 
the kindliness and goodwill shown by 
the action of Canada. But I think that 
the action itself is of far more impor- 
tance on that account than on account 
of the actual effect it will have upon our: 
industry. 


*Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.) 
said that, having sat in this House for 
many years, he knew the opinions of the 
hon. and gallant Member for Central 
Sheffield. When the hon. and gallant 
Member said that ‘ we” had heard with 
regret the speech of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer he hoped the “ we” repre- 
sented a very limited number in the 
House. Personally he also represented a 
populous place, and he agreed with every 
word the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had expressed upon this matter. He 
looked upon this as an all-important 
matter. It was not a question of the 
West Indies only, but of the entire coms 
mercial position of this country ; and if we 
deviated in any way from the free trade 
principles which had made this country 
great, we would make the greatest mistake 
that could possibly be made. He did not 
wish to say a single word offensive to t!e 
hon. and gallant Gentleman the Member 
for Central Sheffield. He hoped the hon. 
and gallant Member had received a medal 
last week for his services from the King. 
He should also be decorated with a medal 
by the German Emperor for his action 
in promoting the Merchandise Marks 
Act and the ery of ‘* Made in Germany,” 
which had made the commerce of Ger- 
many. Whena Committee of this House 
sat on the Merchandise Marks Act two or 
three hon. Members opposite supported 
the action Mr. Wilson took, but unfor- 
tunately they were outvoted by other 
members of the Tory party. If they had 
considered the result of that action, per- 
haps they would act more wisely in 
future. We heard every day of the 
increase of German shipping, and as one 
connected with shipping he knew that 
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for the growth of that shipping the hon. | treatment to our own people. Now 
and gallant Member for Central Sheffield | that the Government were in close 
was to a great extent responsible. “negotiation with regard to the question 
: |of bounties, with a result, as they hoped, 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT said he was | that might remove this iniquitous system 
in no sense responsible for the Merchan-| which had done so much mischief, it 
dise Marks Act. On the contrary, he would be a great mistake if a division 
brought in a Bill in several successive} should be taken which would in any 
sessions to improve that Act by doing | sense weaken their hands. Many thou- 
away with ‘“ Made in Germany” and_ sands of people in this country had lost 
substituting ‘* Foreign made.” their employment through the closing 
Me. CHARLES WILSON said 1 of sugar refineries on account of the 
_: eee SUN sald Ne) bounty system in foreign countries. 
would leave that point on one side. He) Some ‘of them came from his constitu- 
could not think that the views of the hon. ency, and it was only right that he 
and gallant Gentleman could be believed | should express himself in favour of the 
in by the great mass of Members in this yjews of his hon. friend the Member 








House who had had to rely for their con- | for Bradford. 
dition in life upon their own commercial 
enterprise. He sincerely hoped that the 
views of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
so wise and so ably expressed, would not 
be in any way influenced by the speech 
of the hon. and gallant Member. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I think, 
whether we divide or not, this debate 
will have done some good—it will clear 
‘the air. As has been said, there have 
'been a great many hopes held out 
*Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, and a great many projects suggested 
Kirkdale) said no onecould be more widely | which those who have looked into the 
opposed to the views just expressed matter and know the state of, the case 
than he was. He, too, represented a in the colonies know to be altogether 
very large commercial constituency, | groundless. Anyone who has studid 
composed in a great measure of working | the history of the colonies knows that 
men, and he knew their views on this nothing in the world will be more diffi- 
particular question and kindred ques-| cult than to introduce a system of inter- 
tions, and certainly, whatever their colonial tariffs between the colonies and 
politics might be, their views were those ourselves, and I think it is very fortunate 
of thehon.and gallant Memberfor Central that this bubble has been so effectively 
Shetfield. He was not one of those who pricked by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
saw any objection to the taxation of chequer. If this was a question of 
foreign imports, whether of sugar or having one authority for the whole 
anything else, but he objected to the | Empire, imposing one system of duties 
taxation of the industries of our own) for every part of the Empire, there 
people at home or in the colonies. He | might be a great deal to be said jfor a 
was altogether in sympathy with the project of that kind. It would be one 
Amendment of his hon. friend the of the greatest things that could be 
Member for Bradford, and yet he could done to consolidate the Empire and 
not help feeling that, if the Committee propagate free-trade principles. But we 
were asked to divide upon it, they would | all know the conditions of our colonies. 
have a somewhat misleading division, We know the difficulties they have in 
and he should regret that any division raising revenue. They have different 
should give the appearance—for it would | conditions and different difficulties which 
not be the fact—that a majority of the | make a proposal of that kind at present 
Committee did not sympathise with | impossible, although we may hope that 
their West Indian and their sugar- | at some distant date it may pass from 
refining friends. He did hope that, if the present stage to a case of probability. 
the colonies must, as foreign nations, | I think we should be grateful to the hon. 
have their sugar tax, it might be merely | Member for Bradford for putting his case 
a temporary tax, and that the day was so broadly. What would be the results 
not far distant when we should see our of this proposal? The first would be that 
way to give some kind of preferentia] | this sugar tax would have to become: 
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permanent, because if we are going to 
conter this benefit on the West Indian 
colonies, holding out inducements to the 
planters to cultivate their estates and 
provide machinery, it would certainly 
be considered a great hardship and very 
unfair to them if we suddenly withdrew 
that advantage given to them and 
abolished the sugar tax altogether, and 
we should do a bad thing in the way of 
tying our own hands, if we were to give 
any such preference. 


Mr. FLOWER dissented. 


Mr. BRYCE: That would be one 
result of adopting the proposal. What 
would bethe second result ? Thisis only 
intended for sugar coming from the West 
Indies, Queensland, and the Mauritius. 
I was struck with the observation of the 
hon. Member for Canterbury, who 
said the proposal would be received 
with enthusiasm in the colonies. I 
understood the hon. Member for South 
Longford to say that it would be 
received with enthusiasm in Canada. 


Mr. BLAKE: I did not express any 
opinion. 


Mr. BRYCE: My hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for South Longford is very cautious. 
The hon. Member for Canterbury speaks 
for Australia, where he said the proposal 
would be favourably received. Why ? 
Because they would immediately expect 
preference for some of their articles. 
They would expect preference for wine 
and brandy, and possibly some other 
products, but above all for wool. We 
should at once have to reduce all our 
tariffs on wine and brandy, and we 
should have to impose a duty on wool. 
But we could not stop there. Suppose 
we gave benefits to Australia by reducing , 
the duties on wine and brandy, we should 
next have to deal with Canada. At 
present none of the large staple products 
of Canada are taxed, and if we gave | 
benefits to the West Indies, to the Mauri- 
tius, to the Cape, and to Australia, we 
must do the same for Canada and put a 
tax on timber. Would that be regarded | 
as good policy by the working men ? 
D> you think we should have the work- 
ing men of Yorkshire and Lancashire 
eiger for a policy which imposed taxes 
Mr. Bryce, 
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‘on wood and wool ? No doubt we should 
also have to consider the case of New 
Zealand, so that we should be embarked 
upon a policy which would revolutionise 
our fiscal system, which would affect in 
the greatest way the food of the people 
and the raw material of our manufae- 
tures. We should have to embark in an 
endless set of bargains with the colonies, 
the constant shifting of the tariff up and 
down, which would be not only the de- 
spair of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| but which would make it impossible to 
‘eonduct our fiscal policy on a sound 
and permanent principle. Further, we 
would be imposing the greatest possible 
difficulty on foreign Powers, and that at 
a time when our trade is threatened in 
other ways, requiring a policy of wisdom, 
I think that the more this proposal is 
examined the more its impracticability 
is demonstrated. but it will be of great 
benefit if the debate and the firm stand 
which has been taken by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer prevents these pro- 
posals from being put forward in the 
future. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: It will 


not prevent that. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said he trusted that the 
suggestion of the hon. Member for Liver- 
pool would be accepted, and that the 
mover and seconder would be satisfied 
with the discussion and withdraw the 
Amendment. It had been well said 
that we should not swop horses in cross- 
ing the stream. We had a very difficult 
stream to cross just now. No one shared 
more strongly than he did the views of 
the hon. and gallant Member for Shet- 
field, but it was impossible to get a fair 
expression of opinion in that House at 
the present moment. There were Mem- 
bers who told them that free trade had 
made this country great. Was not this 
country great before forty years ago! 
Was it not great in the days of Queen 
Elizabeth and Oliver Cromwell? He 
did not think that the country was ever 
in a more critical position than it was 
at the present moment. [Nationalist 
cheers.] With regard to that cheer, 
and in spite of it, he believed that hon. 
Members below the gangway were In 
their hearts as bitterly opposed to free 
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trade as he was himself. This was not 
an opportune time to bring this Amend- 
ment forward, but he hoped it would be 
introduced again when the country | 
was in a more settled state. As regarded 
the position of the West Indies, if some- 
thing was not done for them they would 
gravitate naturally to the United States 
of America, and we would lose them just 
as we had already lost the Hawaiian 
Islands. The first necessity was to live. 
What had the policy of free trade 
done for this country during the last 
forty years? Had it not increased 
their difficulties? Had not the land 
gone out of cultivation day by day ? 
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and on that occasion he referred to the 
question of an Imperial Zollverein. He 
thought he was accurately quoting the 
sense of the remarks when he said that 
he declared that he would only favour 
the idea of an Imperial Zollverein on the 
basis of free trade. He fancied that 
would hardly suit the desire of his hon. 
friends on the other side of the House. 
He remembered, also, that this question 
of an Imperial Zollverein had been 
brought before the chambers of com- 
merce of the Empire on several occasions. 
There was an Imperial Congress of the 
chambers of commerce held about five 
years ago. On that occasion the subject 


| was thoroughly debated, but it was found 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. | 
Member is going a long way from the 
Amendment before the Committee. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON said he did 
not for a moment dispute the ruling. 
This was a great question, and raised, 
as the Chaneellor of the Exchequer had ' 
frankly admitted, not merely the relief 
ot the West Indies, but the whole ques- 
tion of protection. That was one of the 
greatest subjects which this country had 
to consider. The colonies had _ been 
taunted with the fact that, although 
their energies were admired, they were 
not going to contribute to the cost of the 
war. To his own knowledge colonists 
had paid large sums of money in con- 
nection with the war, and he could tell 
the right hon. Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire and those sitting near him 
that it was possible to form a syndicate 
of colonists to-morrow who would take 
the whole of our responsibilities in South 
Africa off our hands for 150 millions, 
and think it dirt cheap at the price. 


*Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Rotherham) said he should like as a busi- | 
ness man to express his gratitude, in| 
common with that expressed by several 
of the previous speakers, to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer for the very great 
stand he had made in the interest of Free 
Trade. Yet, of course, it was only the | 
stand one would have expected him to, 
make in view of his public utterances on | 
this question. He remembered a short 


time ago hearing the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer address an important meeting | 
in the city of Liverpool on that matter, | 


by practical business men who took part 
in that discussion that there were 
insuperable difficulties in the way of 
carrying out any scheme which could be 
laid before that congress, and for that 
reason the idea was abandoned, or, if not 
abandoned altogether, the original resolu- 
tion was withdrawn, and an innocuous 
one substituted. It was seen, for instance, 
that we should have difficulties with our 
own colonies at once. There would be 
claims on the part of the Indian cotton- 
grower as against the American cotton- 
grower; and what would happen if we 
were to discriminate against the American 
cotton-grower ? And he did not think 
that would suit the Lancashire mill- 
owner who used American cotton. The 
same difticulty would arise in regard to 
the great staple of wool if we attempted 
to discriminate in favour of Australia 
and against the Argentine and Turkey. 
It would be seen at once that in- 
superable difficulties would be placed 
in the way of the successful conduct of 
the wool spinning and weaving indus- 
tries of the country. When these points 
were laid before the Imperial Congress 
it was seen at once that the scheme could 
not be proceeded with. He must say 
that he had a great deal of sympathy 
with the hon. and gallant Member for 
Central Sheftield when he referred to 
the preference which Canada had given 
to this country. He appreciated the 
spirit which had animated Canada in 
making a preferential arrangement in 
our favour ; but he would like to point 
out to the Committee that that prefer- 
ence conceded by Canada was not 
limited to this country alone, or to the 
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Empire alone, but was to be conceded {methods pursued there of producing 


to any part of the world which conceded | sugar. 


similar treatment. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: No. 
*Mr. HOLLAND: 


it was. 
influence of that feeling, and also with 
the knowledge that Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 
whose name had been so often quoted 
with sentiments of 
respect, was a Free Trader at heart, that 
the Cobden Club a few years ago voted 
him its gold medal. That gold medal 
was not to be interpreted as an approval 
of the whole of the fiscal policy of Canada, 
but merely as an acknowledgment of 
his splendid services and the stand he had 
made, surrounded as he was by Protec- 
tionists, in Canada. There had recently 
been a general election in Canada, and 
he believed with the hon. Member for 
Central Sheffield that this question of 
preferential trade was more prominently 
discussed than any other subject before 
the constituencies. He 


ask whether those who were most 
strongly in favour of this country 
abandoning its system of free trade 


emanated from the polls with a satisfae- 
tory majority. They knew, as a matter 
of fact, that they came out very much 
worse than before, and therefore they 
found Sir Wilfrid Laurier again returned 
as the leader of the Canadian Parliament. 
It was true that British traders appre- 
ciated the action of Canada in making 
this preference in favour of British 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had expressed a doubt as to whether 
British trade had derived any benefit 
from it. As a trader himself, he must 
confess that he had derived considerable 
benefits which would not have been 
possible under previous conditions. 
What was proposed to be 
such an Amendment as was now 
under consideration was not to make 
any attempt at reparation to Canada 
for its treatment of the mother 
country. The Amendment proposed to 
confer benefits not on Canada, but on 
the West Indies. Now, although the 


y . 
got ds. 


| 


In the first instance | newspaper declared 
He thought it was under the | 


| 50 per cent. ; 


He could quote authorities in 
support of that statement to which 
even the hon. and gallant Member for 
Central Sheffield would attach import- 
ance. The commissioner of The Times 
that by better 
methods the cost of production of sugar 
in the West Indies might be reduced by 
and the commissioner of 


_another London newspaper said that no 


admiration and | 


well equipped and managed sugar estate 
in the West Indi¢s failed to pay as well 
as any other well-managed industry at 
home. Therefore, before asking us to 


|depart from our free-trade position, it 


would be well that there should be some 
attempt to modernise their methods in 
the West Indies; and if these failed, 


‘there might be some excuse for the 


would like to! 


question being raised again in the House. 
He could not share in the feeling of 
regret which the hon. Member for 
Central Sheffield had expressed that the 
price of sugar had been so low in this 
country during the last few years. He 
knew that the lowness of the price had 
been artificial, and that it had been 
caused by the bounties given by various 
states on the Continent. But he thought 
that the House ought not to lose sight of 
one particular effect of the bounties. It 


/was that the low prices created by these 
| bounties had enabled the Chancellor of 


the Exchequer to fasten on this cheap 
commodity, and put a duty upon it. If 
the price of sugar had been higher the 
right hon. Gentleman would have hesi- 
tated before putting on this tax. He 
believed that another convention was 


‘about to be held in Brussels in regard 


‘to sugar bounties, and he would not be 


done by | 


| this bounty-fed sugar ; 


sorry if the Continental nations which 
were giving these bounties decided to 
abandon them. We did not want gifts 
thrown at our heads as if we could not 
afford to pay a fair price for what we 
consumed. But the disadvantage had 
not been with us who had been receiving 
it had been with 
the foreign nations which had _ been 
penalising themselves by giving the 
bounties. When goods were sold below 
cost price it was for the seller who was 


condition of the sugar industry in the | | losing by that transaction to stop — 


West Indies had been lamentable lately, 


\than the buyer who was gaining by i 


many competent judges considered that | I saw by the papers this morning Aon 


that was owing 


Mr. Holland. 


to the antiquated | French Ministers were protesting against 
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the continuance of the bounties being | 
given to the French sugar refiners, 


pensive policy, and that by it France 
was impoverishing herself, and that 
it was to the interest of France to do away 
with these bounties. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glas- 
gow, Camlachie) said this question was 
not one, after all, of bounties. The Com- 
mittee was face to face with a direct pro- 
posal—namely, that we should give an 
advantage of 4s. 2d. per ewt. to sugar 
coming from British colonies and posses- 


sions. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT said he 
proposed 334 per cent. ; howJwas that 
4s, 2d. per cwt. ? 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS said very 
well; but he wanted to know on what 
sugar that 334 per cent. advantage was 
to be allowed? How did his hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Central 
Sheffiedd know that sugar that came 
from Barbados had been produced 
there? Could they ear-mark sugar ? 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Yes. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS: 
hon. and gallant friend said ‘ Yes.” 
He had a little knowledge on the 
subject, and he declared that sugar 
could not be earmarked. They would 
have a most extensive system of 
fraudulent trading at the other end. 
If an advantage of thirty-three and a 
half per cent. was given to colonial 
sugars, they would have all the sugar 
from Cuba going out to Australia and 
then being reshipped here as Australian 
sugar; and the hon. Gentleman could 
not prevent it. He maintained that 
those who wished to help the colonies 
were bound to go to a division. 


were going to help. He did not think 
that the hon. Gentleman and his friends 
knew themselves, or that they realised 
that it was impossible to help the pro- 
ducers of sugar in any part of the world 
as against the producers of sugar in 
another part of the world, for the articles 
wer: identical and could not be distin- 
guished. He had heard with great re- 
gret hon. Members from great constitu- 
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His: 


He 


asked the hon. Gentleman who they) 
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encies like Liverpool had been giving a 
halting expression of opinion on this sub- 
ject ; and therefore he spoke for one of 
the great constituencies which had pros- 
pered under the beneficent effects of 
tree trade, because they had always been 
able to buy their materials freely in every 
part of the world. They were told that 
they must help the West Indian colonies 
in their staple product, but if so they 
must deal in the same fashion with all 
British colonies and possessions, and thus 
they would be face to face with protection, 
which would lead to confusion with all 
foreign nations in the scramble for trade. 
If one industry were protected, all must 
be protected ; and the first to demand it 
would be the wheat-growing industry. 
They ought to have a clear exposition 
of what a tax on wheat meant. It meant 
dearer bread. The farmer might benefit 


at first by such a tax, but before many 


years the main advantage would be 
reaped by the owners of wheat land. Not 
all of his hon. friends who supported 
this proposal were landowners, but they 
would all fight with each other as to how 
they could get most protection for the 
particular industry in which they were 
engaged, and the end would be that they 
would raise not only the rent of the land 
in this country which produced wheat, 
but the price of bread, and of every com- 
modity which we manufactured. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said the 
only satisfactory speech which they had 
heard from the other side of the House, 
except that of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, had been that from the hon. 
Member for Camlachie, who had de- 
nounced in strong and well-deserved 


terms the proposal of the hon. 
Members’ for Bradford and Central 
Shetheld. It was most desirable that 


those who had the courage of their con- 
viction on this question should not shirk 
a division. This was a most opportune 
oceasion ; the issue was definite and 
specific ; and good care would be taken 
that this Amendment was not withdrawn. 
We should be able then to see who were 
the protectionists on the other side of the 
House, and who came there to preach 
principles which they had not the courage 
to vote for. These speeches raised false 
hopes, that were impossible of realisation, 
and for that reason. if for no other, it was 








959 Finance {COMMONS} Bill. 960 


as well that the motion should receive its | dum submitted to the Colonial Secretary. 
quietus that night. During last Parlia- | in 1897 that he could produce cane 
ment, on the suggestion of the Colonial sugar at £8 16s. 8d. per ton. We had 
Secretary, £500,000 had been given to! it beyond dispute that no German beet. 
the West Indies under the pretext that | factory could produce sugar under £10 
it would revive their industry ; and the per ton, but he was paid a bounty of 
first shot had been fired that night in | 25s., so that the cost price for German 
this new Parliament in behalf of a similar | beet sugar was £8 15s. per ton, as against 
campaign. If they did not resist this £8 16s. 8d. in the West Indies. Now 
motion strongly and firmly, there would | what was the relative market value of the 
be a repetition of these gifts by the Colo- two sugars? The bulk of West Indian 
nial Secretary to the West Indies. If the sugar did not come to this country, but 
House would bear with him, he would went elsewhere, but it invariably oni 
undertake to prove conclusively that the manded in the market from £1 to £2 
West Indian sugar planters had no case per ton more than the beet sugar. How, 
whatever. On the contrary, they were then, could an industry of that sort be in 
highly prosperous. [Cries of “Oh.”] a bad way? The truth was that the 
He meant those who conducted their large West Indian companies were 
business on proper lines. The groans making at least 20 per cent. on their 
and complaints came from a body of men undertakings, and he hoped that the 
who had got deep down in bad financial Committee would not listen for a single 
circumstances owing to the fact that moment to the demand now made on it. 
when their trade flourished they charged [t was said that prices were now lower 
their estates with all sorts of family than they were three or four years ago. 
settlements, and neglected to supply their but when the prices were higher the 
businesses with modern machinery and to grumblers complained as much as they 
apply the best methods in growing the | did now, and this was merely an attempt 
cane and manufacturing the sugar. We by those who were not. sufficiently 
were being misled in this country as to enlightened to conduct their business 
the real facts of the case in the West | on proper and modern lines to extract a 
Indies. He should prove that the West | subsidy from the British taxpayer. 
Indian sugar industry was highly pros- ¢ ; 
perous and likely to continue so. Mr. FLOWER asked how many West 
i eee .._ Indian companies produced their sugat 
Sik HOWARD VINCENT: That will | at a cost of £8 16s. 8d. per ton, 
be very interesting. 
Mr. KEARLEY said he referred the 
Mr. KEARLEY (continuing) said that hon. Gentleman to the memorandum 
those who talked about the depressed given to the Colonial Secretary in 1897. 
West Indian colonies always pointed to The principal market for West Indian 
the producer of beet sugar as having sugar was the United States, where 
brought about their distress. But what there was both an import duty and a 
had the producer of beet sugar done ? countervailing duty. Now, if we gave 
He had conducted his business on scien- | a deferential duty to West Indian sugar 
tific lines, had built large central fac- the result would be that the West Indies 
tories, and increased the extraction of would lose the American, which was their 
sugar from beet double in fifty years. best, market. If anyone doubted what 
What was the state of the West Indies ?, America would do he would refer them 
Most of the planters had obsolete ma- to the notification that had appeared 
chinery, and although nature favoured in the Press as to the course the United 
them with soil and climate the extraction _ States Government was adopting towards 
oi sugar from the sugar cane had been | Russia. Russia was supposed to give 
much less than that from beet, unless| her sugar exports a certain premium. 
on those plantations which had adopted but the United States Government got 
the most modern machinery and the best | to know that Russia was giving these ex- 
methods. These were making stupen-| ports indirectly something more than 
dous profits. A large West Indian‘ was declared. The result had been that 
planter admitted himself in a memoran-| there was something like a tariff war at 
1 


Mr. Kearley. 











961 


presen 
Russia 
into a 

Secret. 
we fir 
must 

The I 
in rec 
colonia 
the sa 
produc 
beet st 
and tl 
cane § 
1900 
increas 
produc 
Frenc] 
grante 
had fa 
conclu 
not pl 
there i 
rest of 
of failu 
made 

hoped 
ever, a 
in the 
certain 
prove 
profit ¢ 
had be 


to ma 


Mr. 
the ho 
undert 
that 
the pl 
very 1 
that st 
going 
Gentle 
to the 
colonie 
Most ¢ 
nas 
sugar 
St. Kit 
it was 
Trinid: 
Demer 
produe 
that th 
mence¢ 
sugar 1 
At tha 

















961 Finance {20 June 1901} Bill. 962 


present between the United States and’ to the West Indies. These steamers 
Russia, which was very likely to spread} conveyed from this country all sorts 
into a very serious affair. The American of things required by the islands, and 
Secretary to the Treasury said :—‘* When they brought back sugar. He had to 
we find export bounties are given we) give up that line of steamers because the 
must impose a countervailing duty.”| trade no longer existed. He always 
The French Government had adopted) had been a free trader, and he was a 
in recent years a policy of giving their free trader still. He strongly believed 
colonial cane-sugar producers precisely | in free trade, and he also believed in fair- 
the same bounty as to their beet-sugar| ness in trade. He believed the sugar 
producers. In 1885 the production of planters in the West Indies had not been 
beet sugar in France was 140,000 tons, | treated fairly. They had to struggle 
and the importation of French colonial under the bounties which were given by 
cane sugar was 140,000 tons; but in) foreign Governments, and those bounties 
1900 the production of beet sugar had) proved too much for them. The land 
increased to one million tons, while the went out of cultivation, and the planters 
production of cane sugar in the) lost the whole of the money they had 
French colonies, though it was) invested. That was a matter which 
granted the same bounty as beet sugar, should have been dealt with by the 
had fallen to 80,000 tons. That proved) Government at the time. He did not 
conclusively that these bounties would think it could be dealt with now. It 
not put an industry on its legs where seemed to him utterly impossible to do 
there is not a power to compete with the anything at the present time, but he 
rest of the world. That was the secret trusted that somebody with energy and 
of failures in the West Indies. They had capital would go to the West Indies and 
made money formerly very easily, and make use of the productive land which 
hoped that the good times would last for was there, and the climatic conditions, 
ever, and they had not been businesslike which should bring about successful 
in their methods. He was_ perfectly | result in some way or the other. 
certain that in years to come they would 
prove themselves as capable of making a} Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) 
profit on cane sugar as the best companies said he thought perhaps the discussion 
had been, and that they would continue | had been carried on by many hon. Mem- 
to make that profit. bers who had no practical acquaintance 
'with the sugar industry. Now he 
Mr. HOULT (Cheshire, Wirrall) said} owned a sugar plantation in Trinidad. 
the hon. Gentleman whohad just sat down | and though he had not been able to make 
undertook to prove to the Committee | the profits which had been described by 
that the West Indian colonies were at | his hon. friend, at the same time he had 
the present time suecesstul. He was | not the slightest intention of voting 
very much interested when he heard | for the Amendment, because the moment 
that statement, and he thought he was | they made a preference in favour of 
going to be enlightened, but the hon. | colonial sugar they would open the flood- 
Gentleman had utterly failed to prove} gates on every other raw material. He 
to the Committee that the West Indian | thought it would be perfectly absurd 
colonies were in any way successful.|to depart from their old and safe free 
Most of them were at the ‘present time | trade principles. The hon. and gallant 
in a state of utter ruin. In Antigua| Gentleman the Member for Central 
sugar production had gone out; in|Sheftield and other hon. Gentlemen 
St. Kitts it was the same; in Barbados | spoke for large centres of industry. He 
it was almost entirely gone, too; and|did not know whether employers in 
Trinidad was not much better. In| Sheffield were wanting in that ingenuity 
Demerara it was true that sugar was still | which was necessary at the present time. 
produced. If was a very curious fact | He knew they were fairly reactionary, 
that the distress in the West Indies com- | and not very much in favour of education, 
menced at the time when bounties on | andit was very possible,perhaps, that they 
sugar were given by European countries. | they were not keeping themselves in the 
At that time he ran a line of steamers} van. But he objected to the House of 











963 Finance 


Commons being asked to legislate for 
every declining industry. He believed 
in industry and commerce being allowed 
to take care of themselves. If they 
invested their money in the Argentine 
or some other country and found it was 
not successful, they had no right to come 
whining to the House of Commons to 
alter the laws or turn them in their own 
favour. He was exceedingly glad that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
disclaimed any tendency to protection, 
because he was bound to say that the 
tax on sugar and coal seemed as if he 
were following in the direction which was 
urged by The Times. A year ago The 
Times newspaper fell foul of the right 
hon. Gentleman because he would not 
broaden his basis of taxation, and recom- 
mended sugar and wheat as points to 
which he should direct his attention. 
He had no faith in The Times, either as 
to its policy at home or its policy abroad, 
and he was glad the right hon. Gentleman 
had turned his back on that great and 
potent element for evil that existed in 
London. He trusted that the right hon. 
Gentleman would not listen to the 
counsels of the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man behind him, whose chief energies 
during his life had been turned in a 
different direction from that of industry 
and commerce. 


*\fr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 
said that two very old and dangerous 
fallacies had been trotted out in the 
course of the debate. One was that it 
was the business of the Government to 
make the community at large pay extra 
in order to relieve industries which 
were not remunerative in them- 
selves. The other fallacy was that 
they allowed raw materials to be im- 
ported into this country without duty 
for the benefit of foreign nations. The 
hon. and gallant Member for Central 


Sheffield asked what recompense did | 


countries like Russia and Germany give | 
this country for receiving their exports | 
free. But this country received their | 
exports free not for their benefit but for | 
its own, and they knew it well. He| 
hoped they had heard the last of these | 


two fallacies for some time to come. He | 


was not, however, surprised that hon. | 
Gentlemen like the hon. and gallant 
Member for Central Sheffield | 


Mr. Schwann. 
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/hon. Member for Bradford should expect 
' something in the direction of protection 
‘from a Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| who had put a duty on an article of food. 
Those who had egged the right hon. 
Gentleman on to that duty might egg 
| him on to put a duty even on bread, 
He came from the woollen district of 
Yorkshire, and had lived for fifty years 
within nine miles of Bradford, and he 
| wondered what the working-men con- 
‘stituents of the hon. Member opposite 
| would think when they read in the 
/newspapers to-morrow that the hon. 
|Member had proposed a policy which 
would mean putting a duty on wool, 
which was the staple of the Bradford 
industry. That would be a_ necessary 
consequence of the establishment of 
preferential duties. As a manufacturer, 
he himself had to compete under very 
difficult circumstances with German 
manufacturers of cloth in the markets 
of this country, and he had been often 
sorely tempted to throw in his lot with 
those who wished to make cloth dearer 
for the benefit of the manufacturer, but 
he resisted that temptation, and would 


‘continue to resist it, because, manu- 
facturer though he was, he was an 
Englishman first. He did not believe 


that by making the cost of production 
dearer they would be in a better position 
than heretofore to compete with other 
manufacturing nations. What was the 
cost of manufactured goods ? There were 
twoelements. In the first place material 
}and in the second labour. If a duty 
were put on their raw material it would 
not enable them to get a farthing more 
for their goods in competition with other 
nations. If their raw material cost more, 
_the result would be that there would be 
‘less to pay in wages, and the working 
man would not only have his food taxed 
but his wages would be lowered. That 
was a working man’s question as well as 
a manufacturer's, and he hoped that 
hon. Members who thought that the 
hon. and gallant Member for Central 
Sheffield was right would have the 
courage of their convictions, and vote 
with him in the division lobby, so that 
they might be able to see what backing 
the Colonial Secretary really had in the 
policy enunciated in his recent speech. 
r 


Mr. MITCHELL (Burnley) discussed 
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the question whether this country had 
enjoyed free trade or not in the past 


and was deriving as much advantage | 


from our fiscal system as in times past. 
He contrasted the present condition of 
England and America, and said that he 
had heard some of Mr. Bright’s speeches 
in which he predicted the failure of 
America through the adoption of pro- 
tection. Could any commercial man 
deny that America to-day enjoyed abso- 


lute free trade with eighty millions of | 
people, and that she commanded a free | 


selling power to the markets of England ? 
—a distinct and decided 


mise. 
experience that many of the advantages 
that we were supposed in times past 
to possess had vanished, and we now 
had to compete against heavy duties. | 
What he desired to know was, could the | 
free traders of this country influence | 
foreign Governments to readjust those | 


{20 JUNE 1901; 


advantage | 
which we ought not to forget or mini- | 
He could only say from his own | 
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duties in the way they had a right to 
expect ? The duties were increasing, and 
the only trade which showed an increase 
was the colonial trade and the trade 
under the flag. England should, as far as 
she could, respect that which Canada had 
done, which was so much to the benefit of 
England. In conclusion, he asked the 
hon. Member for Central Sheftield whether 
it would not be a grave mistake to go 
to a division. He thought it would. 
because the result would not represent 
a correct decision so far as free trade 
or protection was concerned, and its 
import might be misconstrued. Under 
these circumstances he thought the 
decision might be postponed until the 
direct issue was in question, and there- 
fore he appealed to the hon. Member 
to withdraw his Amendment. 

(Juestion put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 16 ; 
Noes 366. (Division List No. 263.) 


AYES. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 








Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Delany, William 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Lee, ArthurH( Hants. ,Fareh’m 


Abraham, William(Cork.N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, V/illiam (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Robert 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Armold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Javot, Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.( Hornsey ) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Maj K R(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Barry, Sir FrancisT. (Windsor) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H( Bristol) 


Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W. B( Hants | 
' Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh 
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Bell, Richard 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown,AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Butcher, John George 
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Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S$. 


Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
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Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cullinan, J. 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 








967 Finance 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
Dillon, John 

Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,SirW illiam Theodore 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliott, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, Kk. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mance’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond.U niv 
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Gibbs,Hn. A G.H.(Cy.ofLond. 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
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Hanbury, Rt Hon. Robert W. 
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Hay, Hon. Claude George 
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Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 


{COMMONS} 


| Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampst’d 


Hobhonse, C.E.H. (Bristol,E. ) | 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. | 
Holland, William Henry | 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Hoult, Joseph 
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Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
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| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) | 


Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 


| Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 


Kennedy, Patrick James 


Kenyon, James (Lanes. ,Bury) 


| Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 


Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
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Knowles, Lees 
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Lewis, John Herbert 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
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Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
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MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas |. 
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M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
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M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
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M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
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Manners, Lord Cecil 
Manstield, Horace Kendall 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
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Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(M’nm’thsh. 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 


' Morley, Rt. Hon. J. (Montrose 


| Myers, William Henry 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
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Nannetti, Joseph P. 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
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Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

tea, Russell 
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Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reed, Sir E. James (Cardift) 
{eid,Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
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Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
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Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
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Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 


| Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
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Binclair, Louis (Romford) 
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Spear, John Ward 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, tis. Chas. Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr | 
Thomas,J A(GI’morgan,Gower | 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 

Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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Vincent,'Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. Wm, George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt-Col. ACE(Taunton ) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, George( Yorks, W.R. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
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Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. K.( Bath 
Woodhouse,SirJT (Huddersfd. 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 


Mr. KEARLEY, in moving an 
Amendment to reduce the duty on 
sugar which indicates a_ polarisation 
exceeding 98 degrees from 4s. 2d. to 
9s, said the Amendment he had the 
honour to move was one which affected 
the whole question. He was moving 
to reduce the duty by half. It was 
clear that the money would have to be 
raised somehow, and therefore he did 
not move the rejection of the duty 
altogether, but he thought it would be 
more convenient for the people if this 
duty was reduced to one farthing on the 


pound. He objected to the tax alto- 
gether because it increased the price 


of this food by 35 per cent. ; it was 
contemptible in its character and most 
reactionary. Sufficient had been heard 
in the previous debate as to the tendency 
of taxation, and the taxing of bread- 
stuffs was only a question of time. So 
long as this great expenditure—the 
normal expenditure—went on increasing 
in this way there could be very little 
doubt that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, sooner or later, would be forced 
to come down to the House and propose 
a tax upon breadstuffs. The right hon. 
(rentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would not admit it for a moment, 
because he rather prided himself upon 
the patriotism of the working man, who, 
he said, was proud of the amount he 
contributed to taxation. The President 
of the Board of Agriculture had taken 
the same line, and said that the working 
men of the country would regard it as 
an insult if they were not allowed to 
contribute. One hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site had also said he rejoiced in the tax 
because it would restrict the use of 
sugar. As regards the popularity of 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, RtHnJPowell-(Birm 


this tax, one of the last public proofs 
with regard to that was given at Saffron 
Walden. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is now attacking 
the whole tax. He is himself proposing 
a 2s. tax, and, therefore, all he is en- 
titled to do is to discuss the merits of 
his proposal as compared with that 
before the Committee. 


Mr. KEARLEY said he would endea- 
vour to keep himself within the ruling 
of the Chair, and perhaps he might be 
permitted to refer to what had been 
said by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
The Leader of the Opposition, speaking 
in the country, had said that the cost 
of this tax to the working man would 
be about 44d. per week per family, and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had described that 
statement as being grossly exaggerated. 
He had, however, made an inquiry into 
this matter, and he found that the cost 
to a workman’s family of six persons 
would be 5d. per week, or 21s. 8d. per 
year. That amount would probably 
be exceeded, because, although the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer only ex- 
pected £5,000,000 from this tax, the 
consumers would have to pay £7,000,000. 
That was the direct effect of indirect 
taxation. The right hon. Gentleman 
had expressed the opinion that in the past 
the incidence of taxation had fallen un- 
equally, and consequently unfairly, on 
the direct and indirect taxpayer, and 
had taken credit to himself that in his 
Budget he had succeeded in equalising 
matters. But that was a most fallacious 
line of reasoning, because the only 


20% 
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test of the burden of taxation was the 
taxable capacity of the individual. 
amount paid was no test whatever. 
The man with £50,000 a year who 


paid 2s. in the £ income tax had still | 
£45,000 to spend, and therefore would | 


not feel the burden as it would be felt 
by a man whose income was very small. 


{COMMONS} 


The | 
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|the amount, and only half the harm 
'would be done. He moved the reduc. 
| tion because, he submitted, the working 
classes were too heavily taxed ; because 
a tax upon food was a retrograde moye- 
ment, the extension of which no one could 
foresee ; and, finally, because indirect 
taxation was so costly to the consumer, 


| 


The point of equalisation was not arrived | 


at by taking the direct and indirect | 
taxation, but by taking the cireum- | 


stances of each individual tax, and that 
was a point which was not recognised 
in this Budget in any way. The right 


hon. Gentleman had piled tax upon tax | 


on the working man. Last year it was 
the tea, tobacco, beer, and spirit duties ; 
this year there was to be a sugar duty, 
and the object of his Amendment was 


to induce the right hon. Gentleman to | 
| death. 


admit that, although he was obliged to 
get new revenue, he had put too heavy 
a burden upon the people by the imposi- 
tion of this sugar duty, and that it was 
not equitable to place such a burden 
upon them. He admitted that the 
working classes should be made to feel 
the cost of the war, but they were feeling 
it with a vengeance, for half the national 
revenue was derived from taxes they 
paid; in fact, the working classes were 
being taxed to death. A tax upon the 
food of the population was hurtful to 
them directly and indirectly ; they would 
have to pay a good deal out on the one 
hand, and they would suffer on the 
other because they would not be able 
to indulge to the same extent as they 
had done in the article taxed. Indirect 
taxation was tremendously costly for the 
consumer, and he objected to this tax 
for that reason. He objected to it also 
because it imposed a burden on the 
most important article of food after 
meat and corn, and it imposed a 
tax upon a raw material out of which 
industries had sprung all over the 
country. All of those industries—— 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman is now using an argu- 
ment just as applicable against his own 
proposal as against the Bill. All he can 
now do is to show good reason why his 
proposal of 2s. is better than the proposal 
of 4s. 2d. 

Mr. KEARLEY contended that if the | 
duty was 2s. it would be reduced by half | 


Mr. Keavrley. 


_addressed_ the 


Amendment proposed—- 

‘«In page 2, line 8, to leave ont ‘4s. 2d," 
and insert ‘2s. Od.,’ instead thereof.”—(¥;, 
Kearley.) 


Question proposed, “ That ‘ 4s, 2d.’ 
stand part of the clause.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Gentleman was good enough to say that 
the working classes are being taxed to 
That is one of the most absurd 
statements that has ever been heard in 
this House. I do not deny for a moment 
that the sugar duty of 4s. 2d. per ewt. is 
a tax which must fall upon the working 
classes; I have held that all along. | 
never said it was a popular tax, but I do 
say that, having regard to the cireum- 
stances of the time, the working classes 
are prepared to bear it. The hon. 
Gentleman says that for some reason 
a tax of 2s. would only be half as hurtful 
as atax of 4s. 2d. With regard to the 
manufacturers, he knows as well as I do 
that the manufacturers who use sugar 
for export trade will have the duty back, 
whether it be 2s. or 4s. 2d. 


Mr. KEARLEY: May I ask whether 
the right hon. Gentleman intends to give 
a drawback on exported goods ! 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Member has stated that the working 
classes will pay two millions more than 
the duty yields to the Exchequer. Why! 
Because of the illegitimate profit of the 
dealers and grocers, a body of men of 
whom the hon. Member knows a great 
deal, and on behalf of whom he has often 
House. The result of 
reducing the duty to 2s. would be to put 
more money into the pockets of these 
gentlemen and less into the Exchequer. 
The retail price of sugar to the consume! 
is always varied by a halfpenny in the 
pound, and for that reason I carefully 
considered the matter, and am convinced 
that if I imposed a duty of 2s, 1d. instead 
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of 4s. 2d. per ewt. the price of sugar 
tothe small consumer would be raised 
by a halfpenny in the pound just the 
same, and the balance would go to the 
dealer and the grocer, a thing which I 
desire to avoid. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Hain- 
lets, Poplar) regretted that he was not 
able to agree with the Amendment. He 
objected to the tax entirely. As regards 
the merits of the tax itself, he was at one 
with the hon. Gentleman. His chief 
objection to the Budget was that, while 
the Government were incurring a war 
expenditure of £150,000,000, they were 
only imposing on the country additional 
taxation to the amount of £27,000,000, 
so that he for one should like to see the 
sugar duty increased rather than reduced; 
therefore he could not agree with the 
hon. Gentleman. He could not help 
feeling that there was a great deal of 
weight in what fell from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in reply to the hon. 
Member. Another objection to this 
Amendment was that the same incon- 
venience to the consumer and the manu- 
facturer would be caused by a 2s. duty as 
bya 4s. 2d. duty, and the revenue would 
receive only half the amount. If the 
Amendment had been a proposal to 
increase the tax he should have been 
more inclined to support it. The prin- 
ciple of late years had been that whena 
tax was either reduced or increased it 
should be by a substantial amount, so 
that the amount actually paid by the 
consumer should be practically the same 
as that which went into the Exchequer. 
When the alteration in duty was a 
slight one the difference usually went 
into the pocket of the middleman, as was 
recenily the case with regard to the 
tohacco duty. If the increase was a 
large one the Exchequer would receive 
almost as much as the consumer paid ; 
and if trade was to be harassed and dis- 
turbed, as it would be by this tax, it was 
better that it should be for a large rather 
than a small amount. Holding this 
view, he could not support any Amend- 
ment which proposed to reduce the tax. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
the objection of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to a reduction of this tax on 
the ground that it would add to the 
profits of the middleman was derived 
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from his experience with regard to the 
tobacco duty. When a portion of that 
duty was remitted he (the hon. Member) 
warned the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that the consumer would not obtain the 
slightest advantage, either in quality or 
in price. The right hon. Gentleman 
doubted that theory, but in the following 
year admitted its correctness. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH dissented. 


Mr. BROADHURST: By reimposing 
the tax. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: ! wanted 
more money. 

Mr. BROADHURST contended that 
the experience of the right hon. Gentle- 
man had taught him that that theory 
was a correct one. If, however, this tax 
was reduced from 4s. 2d. to 2s., he 
believed the middleman would not get 
all the advantage. During the last 
twenty years the cheapness of sugar had 
largely revolutionised the condition of 
poor homes as regarded the luxuries they 
were able to obtain. Cubes and sweet- 
stuff which, twenty years ago, it was 
impossible for the poorer 
obtain, were now common articles of 
consumption in the homes of moderately- 
paid working people. If the tax was 
reduced from 4s. 2d. to 2s. these cubes 
and sweet biscuits and so on would be 
obtainable at practically the same prices 
as had recently been paid; because the 
extra cost of the sugar, in the quantities 
bought by the manufacturers, would be 
so small. In that case the reduction of 
the tax by one-half would be a distinct 
advantage to the working classes. The 
hon. Member for Devonport, an ad- 
mitted authority on the subject, had 
stated that, after inquiries at 200 
different industrial centres, the extra 
cost per family of six persons involved 
in this sugar tax was calculated to be 
5d. per week. That was really equiva- 
lent to a reduction of wages. To a 
mechanic earning 40s. a week it was not 
an extraordinary, though still a great 
consideration, but to the casual labourer 
in towns whose average earnings were 
perhaps 16s. per week, and the agri- 
cultural labourer in the country, with his 
12s. per week, it was a most serious 
matter. Agricultural labourers were 
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notorious for large families, and to 
deduct 5d. per week from their wages 


would frequently just make it impossible | 


for them to maintain their sick club or 
benefit society contribution. 
was not averse to reminding those who 
had shouted for the war that they must 
pay for it, he thought this new sugar 
duty was ievying an unfair proportion 
of the burden upon the part of the com- 
munity who could least know for what 
they were shouting. It was a grave and 
serious injustice to impose this additional 
indirect taxation upon the classes who 
were already unduly burdened. Speak- 
ing from memory, he believed that wines, 
the drink of the rich, brought in only 
about £1,500,000 a year, while beer, the 
drink of the poor, benefited the Exche- 
quer by about £14.000,000 per year. 
From that example, it could be seen how 
unfairly the burden of taxation fell upon 
the different classes of taxpayers, and 
on that ground he felt he was justified 
in supporting this proposed reduction. 
He was entirely opposed to any tax on 
sugar. Why had not the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer increased the duty on 
spirits. or doubled the duty on wines ! 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is now discussing the Budget as a whole: 
the time for that has passed. 


Mr. BROADHURST fully recognised 
the correctness of the Chairman’s ruling. 
but this was a very tempting subject. 
If the tax per family could be reduced 
from 5d. to 24d. per week, it would he 
a consideration of enormous importance 
to a large portion of the community. 
ff the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
could not agree to the reduction. would 
he assure the Committee that, if the tax 
was found to fall as heavily as it was 
feared it would do on the poorest classes, 
he would consider its readjustment next 
year ! 


Mr. M‘'KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
pointed out that in the Bill as it at present 
stood the amount contributed by in- 
direct taxation was about £7.000,000, 
while the amount contributed by direct 
taxation was only about £4,000,000. 
He asked whether this was an inten- 
tional departure from the principle of. 
roughly speaking, making direct and | 


Mr. Broadhurst. 
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|indirect taxation equal. If it could be 
‘shown that on other grounds that 
general principle had been maintained, 
/he for one should not be prepared to 
support the present Amendment, but 
\if no explanation was given he should 
| certainly vote for the proposed reduction, 
| because its effect would be to put the 
‘direct and indirect contributions under 
|the Finance Bill on practically the same 
footing. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he would 
not be in order in going into the point 
raised by the hon. Member, but, as he 
stated in his Budget speech, the effect of 
the proposals of the Bill, together with 
the existing taxation of the country, 
would practically equalise the amounts 
derived trom direct and indirect taxation. 
The coal tax was of course left out of the 
calculation. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) cordially supported the Amendment, 
because he could not agree with the 
principle that they should be content 


with merely balancing the products 
of direct and = indirect taxation. 


The question should rather be considered 
trom the point of view of the sacrifices 
involved in the proposals in proportion 
_to the individual incomes of the classes 
who had to contribute to the revenue. 
According to a statement made in 
1885 by the present Colonial Secretary, 
the taxes on articles of consumption 
amounted then to about 8 per cent. upon 
the average wages of working men. Since 
that date the percentage had largely 
increased, until it now stood at about 
10 or 12 per cent. By the present pro- 
posals there was added what amounted 
to about 3 or 3} per cent. of taxationif 
they took the average wages of agricul- 
tural labourers. Considering what these 
increases meant to {men whose incomes 
were from 12s. to £1 per week, he thought 
the hon. Member was amply justified in 
moving to reduce this tax by one-half. 
In 1874 the then Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Sir Stafford Northcote, took 
the greatest pride and satisfaction in 
sweeping away the sugar tax, his argu- 
ment being that its abolition would 
mean the removal of a great hardship 
from the poorer classes and the removal 
of a serious interference with trade, and 
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Sir Stafford’s forecast had been more | 
than fulfilled by an immense develop- 
ment of important industries since then. 
The whole of these arguments applied | 
therefore with even greater force at the 
present time, and therefore he should 
support the Amendment. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, | 
N.) said he should vote for the Amend- 
ment, because the tax would fall very 
heavily upon the working population of 
Ireland. Tea was a necessity of life in 
Ireland, and therefore sugar was also a 
necessary, because tea could not be taken 
without sugar. However hardly the 
tax might fall on the agricultural 
labourers and artisans in England, it 
would fall with much greater force on the 
corresponding classes in Ireland, because 
Ireland was a poorer country. It was 
therefore only right that some Irish 
Member should associate himself with 
the mover of this reduction, and he should 
have pleasure in supporting the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.) ex- 
pressed his intention of supporting the 
reduction of the tax on the principle 
that half an evil was better than a whole 
evil. He should do this in the interests 
of trade as well as of the people generally. 
If the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
believed that in the event of the tax 
being reduced to 2s. the balance of 
2s, 4d. would go into the pocket of the 
middleman, he had very little know- 
ledge either of the middleman or the 
small trader, or of their customers. He 
was not ashamed to say that he was a 
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middleman himself, and he could assur® 


the right hon. Gentleman that the con- 


sumers were too keen on getting their 
goods at the lowest possible price to 
permit this difference to go to the benefit 
of the small trader. If the small farmers 
and labourers found that by buying half 
a stone or a stone of sugar they could get 
it 4d. or 3d. per lb. cheaper, they would 
buy the larger quantity instead of pur- 
chasing a single pound. The assump- 
tion of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was therefore altogether erroneous. 
The saving effected would go into the 
pockets of the consumers, where it ought 
to go. He repudiated entirely the posi- 
tion taken up by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in regard to middlemen, for 
he was a middleman himself. From 
what the right hon. Gentleman had 
said, they would be inclined to think 
that middlemen were Jews, who were 
always ready to grasp by force everything 
they could ; but evenin Ireland they had 
some sense of business morality, and the 
consumers were keen enough to prevent 
them doing what the right hon. Gentle- 
had insinuated. He repelled the 


man 
accusation made by the right hon. 
Gentleman, because the middlemen 


could not get the advantage, and they 
would not do so if they could. When he 
insinuated that middlemen 
were prepared to gobble up everything 
he felt that he must protest against such 


an accusation. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 177 ; 
Noes, 109. (Division List No. 264.) 


AYES. 


Beckett, Ernest 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Col. H 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christeh’reh) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 


Brookfield, Col. 
Carson, Rt. Hon 


Cavendish, V.C.\ 
Cayzer, Sir Char 
Cecil, Evelyn (A 
Chamberlain,J A 
Clare, Octavius 

Coghill, Douglas 
Colston, Chas. Ec 


Corbett, A.Came 





Boseawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


William Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. 8. (Boltoz) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
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Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Foster, SirMichael( Lond. Univ 
Gartit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn. G.RCOr msby- (Salop 
Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Linc. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Greene,SirEW(Bry SEdw’nds | 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves,| James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Midd.) | 
Hamilton, Marg.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Jas. (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake. Edward 
Boland, John 
3olton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
runner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, a 
: ‘aldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Broderick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. 
Duffy, W iliam J. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHnW alter(Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Macl ver, ‘David (Liverpool) 


' Maconochie, A. W. 
» M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edin., W.) 


| M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Sy. mee James A. 





: Maleolm, Ian 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Montagu, G. ( untingdon) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’ thsh. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 

Mor ton, Arthur H. A(Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert.Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGrabam( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Penn, John 

Piei point, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Plummer, WwW alter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

se James (Greenock) 
Rershaw, = harles Bine 

Rentoul, James Alexander 


; Renw ick, George 
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Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 
Jacoby,'James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir Jobn George S. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. 
Maenamara, Dr. 


Mark A. 


Thomas J. 


M ‘Dermott, Patrick 

M ‘Govern, 

M‘Laren, C harles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
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Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(St’lybridge 
Ritehie,Rt. Hn. bn Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Ropner, Col. Robert 
Round, James 
Rutherford, John 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinelair, Louis ( Romford) 
Smith, HC( North’mbT yneside 
Spear, John Ward 
sa tel Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James eary 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Ho. E. R.( Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FO’ THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,ColJohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipper ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, — 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Y Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
QO’ Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 


0’ Shaughn iessy, P. J 
Partington, Oswald 
Power, Pairick Joseph 

tea, Russell 

teddy, M. 
Redmond,JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Richard 

fobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
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Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHnCR.( Northants) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Weir, James Galloway 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
had four Amendments on the Paper, but 
they all referred to one subject. It was 
the only legitimate Amendment, if he 
might say so apart from party purposes, 
that ought to be moved in regard to the 
proposals of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer except the Amendment to 
oppose the clause altogether. They had 
in the ciause a very ingeniously devised 
system of graduation of the sugar duty, 
and the object he had in view was 
to substitute for that a simple system 
which he would describe to the Com- 
mittee. He moved to insert after 
“sugar,” in line nine of Clause 2, the 
words “of a polarisation of ninety-eight 
degress or less, the cwt., 2s.” He had 
adopted the figure 2s. because it was the 
lowest proposed in the Chancellor's 
scale. The simple system he proposed 
would involve only two duties, one of 
4s. 2d., if they liked, on refined sugar, 
and 3s, 6d. on raw sugar. 


*Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.) called 
attention to the fact that there were not 
forty Members present. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: A _ division has 
quite recently been taken, showing that 
there are more than forty Members in 
the precincts. 


Mr. LOUGH said any Member of the 
Committee who had given the matter his 
attention would agree that the gradua- 
tion of the duty was by far the most 
important consideration embodied in the 
sugar clause. His first reason for the 
proposal he made was that the history 
of the sugar duties favoured the adoption 
of a simple duty of this kind rather than 
a graduated system. During the last 
ten vears of the graduated duty on sugar 
opinion in the House of Commons tended 
steadily towards a simple duty such as he 
now proposed. In the Budget of 1864 
Mr. Gladstone made his great argument 
in favour of a graduated system of sugar 
duties, reducing at the same time the 
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White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) | 
Whiteley,George (York, WR.) 
Whitley, J. H. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer Mr. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
W oodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf’ld 
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Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Kearley and Mr. 
Broadhurst. 


(Halifax) 


duties to half the amount at which they 
stood before. It might appear to the 
Committee from the admission he had 
made that Mr. Gladstone was in favour 
of a graduated system of duties. He 
must go a little further back than that. 
A Committee of the House of Commons 
examined the matter in 1862, and re- 
ported in favour of the system of gradua- 
tion to a certain extent. The sugar 
duties of this country had always been 
graduated, and the Committee reported 
that they should still be graduated, and 
Mr. Gladstone said it would be a ridiculous 
thing to abolish the graduation, but, 
with all that, he reduced the graduation 
to smaller proportions than ever betore. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer now 
proposed that the lowest duty should be 
2s., and the highest 4s. 2d. That meant 
that the highest was more than 100 per 
cent. over the lowest. Mr. Gladstone's 
proposal was that the highest should only 
be a little more than 50 per cent. over 
the lowest duty. He would ask the 
Committee not to pay so much attention 
to Mr. Gladstone’s arguments as to what 
happened during the last ten years the 
sugar duty was in force. He would 
point out what was the effect of the 
graduation proposed in 1864, because he 
was going to argue that the same effect 
would follow the worse kind of graduation 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
proposed now. Within two years aiter 
the Budget of 1864 the importation ot 
the highest quality of sugar fell from 
85,000 tons to 1,000 tons, and, on the 
other hand, the importation of a low grade, 
then admitted for the first time, rose to 
53 per cent. of the sugar imported into 
this country. The evils arising from the 
1864 scheme of graduation became so 
great that it had to be altered in 1867, 
again in 1870, againin 1873, and, finally, 
in 1874 the sugar duties were abolished. 
The graduation was reduced at every 
alteration, until in the scale of 1875 there 
was only a difference of 1s. between the 
highest and the lowest sugar duty, being 
a much smaller difference than was 


=*) 
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established by the present proposal. He 
would suggest that a difference of about 
Gd. between raw and refined sugar would 
be sufficient. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: There were 
five rates of duty then. 


*Mr. LOUGH: Quite so. He was 
glad the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had interrupted him. The right 
hon. Gentleman was now _ proposing 


twenty-four duties at which sugar was to 
be admitted to the country. There 
never had been so much graduation as 
the present Chancellor was giving. In 
the Budget of 1873 the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer alluded to the evils which 
arose from graduation. He would ask the 
attention of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to the admission made by the 
Government in 1873, through the mouth 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer of 
that time, with regard to the question of 
graduation. The Chancellor said :— 

** As we reduced the tax we reduced the range 
The effect has been considerable and very 
beneficial. 

He also gave this other reason— 

*Retining gives rise to innumerable 
practices which I will not call by any harsh 
names.” 

When he said he would not use any harsh 
name he meant adulteration. It was 
desirable to get rid of this practice, and 
they got rid of it by reducing graduation. 
The next point, which was the most im- 
portant of all, was alluded to in the 
Budget of 1873, and it was one which 
the right hon. Gentleman would not be 
able to push entirely aside. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer then alluded to 
the tact that, owing to the graduation 
of the sugar duties, the revenue of the 
country was subject to continual losses. 
These through the drawbacks 
which were given on sugar exported, 
being at a higher rate than had been 
received by the Exchequer when the 
sugar was imported. Dressing and other 
practices were adopted to improve the 
appearance of the sugar and make it 
quality of a higher grade, 


arose 


as 


pass 
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so that the Revenue was greatly in-, 


jured. Similar frauds would com- 
mence the moment a graduated scale 
was re-introduced. 
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cease because “ The scales will be so near 
that it will not probably be worth the 
while of anyone to take much trouble.” 
so that the safety against fraud was that 
the graduation was slight. But here 
we had a worse graduation introduced. 
He had shown that the experience of the 
House of Commons was that these gradu- 
ated duties tended to give an oppor- 
tunity of defrauding the Exchequer, 
and opinion was against the repetition 
of them. His second objection was that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s pro- 
posed scheme had come from a_ bad 
quarter. He did not know whether any 
hon. Members were aware from where 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had got 
his scheme. But he would tell the Com- 
mittee that this was the American sugar 


73 


tariff imported into this country. He 
would like to make that good. In the 


United States the sugar tariff began ata 
little less than a halfpenny and went up to 
apenny. The Budget proposal was that 
we should begin at a farthing and go up 
to a halfpenny—exactly the same scheme 
of graduation as in America. There was 
scarcely a doubt that if the Committee 
admitted the proposal of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer this year of a gradua- 
tion from a farthing toa halfpenny, a year 
or two hence we would get the full tariff 
of the United States. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer might say what better 
origin could a proposal of this kind 
have? In the United States they had 
got smart business men, with very go-a- 
head notions. But he would remind the 
Committee that the United States was a 
protectionist country, and it was openly 
avowed that they had got a_ protectionist 
tariff. We were a free trade country, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
that he was going to stick to free trade in 
all his proposals in his Budget ; but if he 
was going to stick to free trade he would 
find some difficulty in defending his 
scheme of graduation. The United 
States scale had done every possible harm. 
Under it the American Sugar Trust had 
been founded, and of all the monopolies 
in the United States that was the worst. 
It controlled the production, importation, 
and distribution of all the sugar in the 


country. Nine-tenths of all the sugar 
distributed in the United States were 


In 1873 the Chan-' touched by that Trust, and it avowedly 


cellor of the Exchequer said this would prevented anything but the commonest 


Mr. Lough. 
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classes of sugar being imported into the | not to adopt the scale. But graduated 
United States. The origin of the Chan- sugar duties were not at all necessary to 
cellor of the Exchequer’s scheme of give fair play to sugar refining. In the 
graduation ought to satisfy the Com- period of free trade in sugar the largest 
mittee that it should hesitate before and most productive sugar refinery in 
adopting it. His third argument was the country had sprung up in Liverpool 
that sugar refining was an industry and London—that of the Messrs. Tate, 
which could not be expected to flourish in and it was never so successful and pros- 
the United Kingdom. It might be asked perous as it was to-day. Therefore 
what had that to do with the graduation , none of these protective duties or “ fair 
of the duties? The only reason we had play” were necessary to build up the 
yet had given for adopting this extra- sugar-refining industry. But he asked 
ordinary scale was that the Chancellor the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
of the Exchequer wanted to give “fair to think of the British public. The con- 
play ” to the sugar refiners ; but why not sumption of sugar had increased im- 
“fair play’ to the public, the con- mensely in this country during the last 
sumers of sugar? It was quite contrary forty years. In 1801 the consumption 
to our system in this country for the of sugar was 15 |b. per head of the popula- 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to give tion: in 1840 it was 16 |b.— practically 
“fair play ” or protection to any manu- no difference. In 1860 it was 30 lb. per 
facturing industry. It was said that the. head. and in 1900 90 lb. : that was, the 
scheme was to do something to restore consumption had trebled under free 
the sugar-refining industry in this coun- trade. He believed that the graduated 
try: but he maintained that nothing geale would cause an immense inter- 
could set it up again. The proportion ference with trade inthis country. When 
of refined sugar imported into and con- there were five grades, five millions of 
sumed in this country in 1860 was only samples had to be taken. How many 
2 per cent., but last year it was 59 or 60° millions would be necessary when there 
per cent., so that there had been a steady were twenty-three or twenty-four grada- 
tendency to get a large proportion tions? A maximum of interference 
of refined sugar from abroad. But with trade and inconvenience at the 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was eystoms would be caused. The Chan- 
putting the highest duty, 4s. 2d. per ewt.. cellor of the Exchequer said he had got a 
on refined sugar and only 2s. per ewt. correct instrument for testing the quality 
on raw sugar. Mr. Gladstone, in 1864, of sugar. He questioned whether the 
laid down a principle which the Chan- polariscope was a correct instrument. 
cellor of the Exchequer ought to adhere , The operation of a graduated scale would 
to on the present occasion. He said— depend upon the uniformity of the eye- 

“The form of our duty should be such as to sight on the part of the Custom House 
least interfere with the natural course of officers. and he doubted whether that 
trade.” could be attained, and there would be a 
And again it was said that the House— | great deal of uncertainty about the 
“would have been left open to the charge of ®Xact amount of duty that would have to 
offering to the producer or manufacturer an be paid on any parcel ot sugar. He 
opportunity of doing something different from thought, even if it were a little unfair, it 
vee which he would do if there was no duty would be better if there were a fixed 
a scale—so much on raw and so much on 
There never was a better principle laid refined sugar. He had wanted to see a 
down, but Mr. Gladstone had not lived up | polariscope. but could not find one. He 
to it. He had no experience of a period went into a shop and asked to see one, 
in which there was no sugar duty at all but the shopmen looked upon him as a 
in this country. During that period person not quite right in his mind. The 
the refining was done abroad. If the shopman called the proprietor, who 
tendency of a graduated scale was to asked what it was he wanted. He re- 
develop in this country an industry of plied a polariscope. The shopkeeper 
this kind, which had failed once, and asked him if he knew what a polariscope 
which would be contrary to the best was, and he answered that it was an 
interests of the country, then they ought instrument which the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer was going to test sugar with, | 
whereupon the old man said that if he | 
had had any idea of the mischief caused 
by Chancellors of the Exchequer he 
would not have come into the shop and | 
asked for a polariscope. Then the shop- | 
keeper, who had not even a picture of a | 
polariscope, told him that if he really | 
wanted one he would send to Paris for it, | 
and that it would cost £20. He main- 
tained that it was a pity to base customs 
duties in this country on such a com- 
plicated instrument as that. In con- 
clusion he thought the main objec- 
tion to the proposed new system was 
that if the graduated were 
adopted there would be a great loss to the 
revenue in the matter of drawbacks. 
If the Chancellor of the Exchequer took 
a simple seale of 3s. for refined and 2s. 6d. 
for raw sugar he would get as much 
money as by this complicated graduated 
scale, and would, moreover, save all the 
worry and inconvenience to the trade. 


scale 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 9, to leave out from the 
word ‘ polarisation ’ to the end of line 15, and 
insert the words * of ninety-eight degrees or less, 
the ewt. 2s.”—(Mr. Lough.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*Sirm M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Gentleman ended his speech by saying 
that if a duty of 3s. was placed on 
refined sugar and 2s. on raw the result 
would be more agreeable to the trade 
and more beneficial to the revenue. [| 
need not say that I have had many 
communications from the trade, but | 
have never heard from any quarter the 
objections which the hon. Member said 
the trade entertained to my proposal. 
The hon. Member denounces me_ for 
putting a protectionist tariff on sugar, 
and is apparently imbued with the idea 
that I have framed this scale in order 
to protect the refiners of this country. 
[ have done nothing of the kind; | 
have simply framed a scale which, 
according to the words he quoted from 
Mr. Gladstone, will not interfere with 
the ordinary course of trade and will 
leave the refiners of this country and 
the trade generally, as far as possible, in 
precisely the relative position they were 
in before the duties were introduced. The 


Mr. Lough. 
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hon. Member seemed to ignore the 
extraordinary difference of quality and 
value and in the amount of erystal- 
lised sugar which exists between the 
kinds of raw sugar which are imported 
into this country, and the difference, 
therefore, in the duty that they can 
bear. If the hon. Member’s proposal 
were adopted the affect would be that 
no raw sugar polarising below ninety- 
five degrees would be imported into this 
country at all, for if there was a fixed 
duty on all raw sugars importers would 
confine themselves to that class of raw 
sugar which contained the highest 
amount of pure sugar. The lower classes 
of raw sugar, which are about 95 per cent. 
of the 12,500,000 ewt. of raw sugar 
annually imported, would not be im- 
ported at all, the importation of sugar 
being thus confined to refined sugar and 
the very highest class of raw sugar. That, 


‘of course, would absolutely kill the re- 


fining industry in this country. The hon. 
Member has spoken of Messrs. Tate's 
refinery, which, no doubt, has prospered 
greatly in spite of the difficulties which 
have been put in the way of refining 
in this country by the bounties to 
refiners in other countries in Europe; 
but I will venture to say that it would 
be absolutely impossible for even that 
refinery to continue to exist under the 
proposal of the hon. Member. The hon. 
Member seems to think that there is no 
reason why sugar should be refined in 
this country at all, that it would be 
better if it was not so refined, and that 
foreign countries are the proper places 
where that refining should be done. 
Why should we destroy the industry in 
this country! I should like to quote 
to the hon. Member some words used 
by Mr. Gladstone in 1864, because | 
think they put the case so fairly and 
clearly that they are better than any 
words I could use myself. Mr. Glad- 
stone was arguing infavour of agraduated 
duty on sugar as against a uniform 
duty such as the hon. Member suggests, 
and he gave an example of the operation 
of a uniform duty by comparing the 
effect of such a duty on 1 ewt. of 
refined sugar and on 2 ewt. of low- 
class sugar, which yielded, after being 
refined, 50 per cent. of erystallisable 
sugar. Mr. Gladstone said— 

“ These 2ewt. will, when refined, yield, with- 
out including the minor profits of refining, 
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lewt. of a. pi a is, big to| something more. He would distinctly 
manufacture the article, the refiner in India or diminis} Lm 3 s “c 
the reliher in England?” inish competition in the sale of 





| sugar in this country, and oonsequently 
Mr. Gladstone was alluding to East | increase its price to the censumer, and 
India sugar, and therefore spoke of aj therefore I cannot imagine a more 
refiner in India. He continued— | unjust proposal than the hon. Member 

“The point for our decision is, how are we | has made to the Committee. I will not 
to adjust our law in such a way that we shall | go further into the arguments in favour 
by means of the duty give no inducement to| of a graduated duty on sugar as against 
any man to refine in England rather than in | @ uniform duty. "h hews. quoted Mr. 


India, or in India rather than in England? | © 
The Indian refiner buys this 2ewt. of sugar, | ladstone, and I could also quote Mr. 


refines them, and sends the refined sugar to| Cobden, a Committee of this House 
ee the mg! in ne eevee | presided over by Mr. Cardwell, and also 
Is s.a Cw. le pays s. or 1e In-| Sake i oo 4 
e 4 ¢ " m | e opinions P se é Ss 
troduction of the lewt. of sugar. The | th — of , representatiy eS oS 
British refiner, under a uniform duty,| the nations who discussed this matter 
when he has brought his 2ewt. here so| in 1864. From that day to this there 
_ he 2 oer = ae ng —_ . has never been a proposal seriously 
each ewt., so that while e English refiner, to | F a tne « if . , Pa UT Cc ‘ 
am ° | € or ¢ ( s ti 
get his lewt. of sugar into the market, has to made for a uniform duty oe ae eae 


pay a duty of 20s., the Indian refiner sends it | The hon. Member finds fault with the 
infor 10s. And yet we are told that that is| particular mode which I have adopted 
the way to do justice and to escape the stigma | of calculating the graduated duty. 
. va j ” | . . . . . . “y 
m provecwom. I admit it is difficult, and at first sight 
That is a conclusive answer to the argu-| I thought it was more complicated than 
ment of the hon. Member. the proposal which existed in 1874. 
under which there were five graduations 
*\—p OUG - The j stratic ras |. pgs 5 

Mr. LOUGH : The illustration was in the tariff: 3s., 2s. 10d., 2s. &8d., 2s. 3d., 
quite wrong. | 





'and 2s. But why was it impossible in 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, it was | these days to do more than adopt steps 
net. of that kind? The reason was that 
the test was a most imperfect one. It 
was not a chemical test, but a colour 
¢ test, and depended entirely on trained 
would produce nearly one and nine-tenths | eyesight, and the result of that scale 
ewt. of refined sugar. The illustration) was. [ admit, not satisfac ory. But 
was wrong. Mr. Gladstone was not @/ under the system of the polariscope it is 
refiner, although he had other great) pow possible to calculate accurately 
quilities. the amount of erystallizable sugar in any 
*Sip M. HICKS BEACH: In all these | Wt of raw sugar. The hon. Member 
technical matters of finance Mr. Glad- created a laugh by the statement of his 
stone thoroughly mastered the subject, | experiences with regard to the polari- 
and I venture to say he knew far more | S®oPe- _ me: wane te the: wine 
about it than the hon. Member. Mr. place to find one. I have tested the 
Ai ll a Bin itt polariscope myself, and I have seen it 

worked by a gentleman who thoroughly 
| understands it, and he showed me how it 
was worked, and though | cannot profess 
to have any knowledge of chemistry, | 
think it was one of the simplest and 
'easiest tests that any person with 
ordinary eyesight can conceive. There 
was nothing like the possibility of 
variation between the results of 
penalty upon labour and capital in England | different persons using the Ppolariscope 
as compared with foreign countries, and this ig; that the hon. Member spoke of. The 
what, in our view, would be the effect of a| Customs Department have obtained 
uniform duty.” 'a good many of these instruments, 
By killing the refining industry in| and they are now in use in_ places 
England, the hon. Member would do| where raw sugar is imported. Of course 


*Mr. LOUGH: Two ewt. of sugar 
would produce more than one ewt. ; it 


“Now, Sir, our sincere and impartial desire 
is to consider the question without prejudice, 
but there is no doubt of what the operation 
of such a uniform duty would be; it would be 
simply equivalent to a bounty approaching, 
more or less, nearly 10s. per cwt. upon re- 
fining abroad as against refining in England. 
We are not willing to give any premium for 
the employment of capital and labour in 
England rather than abroad, but certainly we 
are unwilling to be parties to imposing a 
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I do not say that the particular scale 
I have adopted in this Bill is absolutely 
perfect, but I do say, in spite of what the 
hon. Member has said, that it is the most 
perfect scale in use in the world. 

The hon. Member blamed me _ for 
having adopted it from the United States, 
but the United States understand these 
things very well. [An Hon. MEmBer : 
They are Protectionists.| What does 
that matter? What has that got to do 
with the adoption of a scale for the 
detection of the amount of crystallizable 
sugar in a ewt. of raw sugar? The hon. 
Member says that it is protection for the 
refiners. I have already told the hon. 
Member that I cannot believe it is any- 
thing of the kind. I have had remon- 
strances from refiners in this country 
against the scale, who contend that 
they are placed by it in a_ worse 
than they were in _ before. 

other hand, I have had 
few objections that it would 


position 
On the 
au very 
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interfere with the importation of refined | 


sugar. The hon. Member anticipates 
that the large imports of refined sugar 
into this country will be diminished 
by the operation of the duty, and that 
raw sugar will be substituted. That is a 
matter of opinion. I do not believe it ; 
but it can only be tested by results. If 
it be found, by the experiences of time, 
that the scale works unfairly, why, of 
course, the scale can be altered. In the 
meantime I must ask the Committee 
to some extent to repose confidence in 
me inthe matter. At any rate I have no 
Protectionist leanings. I have shown 
that, I think, this evening. I have done 
my best in concert with those able 
officers bywhom I am assisted to make 
this scale fair to all parties and to all 
classes of sugar, and to the interest of 
the consumer quite as much as to the 
interest of the producer. I can only 
place my own authority and the autho- 
rity of the Customs Department against 
the authority of the hon. Member in this 
matter. But I must say that I believe 
that the hon. Member has been entirely 
misinformed as to the operation of this 
scale. In my judgment it is fair to the 
trade, fair to the producers of sugar, 
and fair to the consumers. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that he would 


Bill. 


that when the polariscope test was criti- 
cised during the discussion of the reso- 
lutions he then gave a certain pledge, 
if he might so term it. The right hon. 
Gentleman stated that he wished the 
Committee to understand that the scale 
which was fixed was only to be regarded 
as tentative. He said that he worked 
on the best material he could obtain, but 
that he would be perfectly ready to benefit 
by experience. There was a_ general 
feeling that the polariscope test was not 
reliable, and he would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he would consent 
to the appointment of a Committee of 
sugar experts—he meant chemists and 
others who knew the properties of various 
sugars—who would make an independent 
examination on behalf of the Revenue? 
He did not think the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would deny that the sources 
of his information originally were the 
sugar refiners. He thought he knew 
where the right hon. Gentleman worked 
a polariscope. It was at a sugar refinery. 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : It was in my 
own room at the Treasury. 


Mr. KEARLEY said of course he 
would accept that. The right hon. 


Gentleman stated that the new method 
was discovered in 1874. That was a 
long time ago in chemistry. He said : 
‘** Since 1874 a new method has been 
invented.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: “Since” 
1874. [The right hon. Gentleman added 


an observation which was not audible 


in the press gallery. | 


Mr. KEARLEY said that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was distinguish- 
ing himself by being particularly polite 
to him that night. He thought, however, 
that he would make better progress with 
his Budget if he adopted the advice which 
was once given by the Colonial Secretary, 
and kept a civil tongue in his head. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That is language 
which should not be used to any member 
of the House. 


Mr. KEARLEY said he used it under 


provocation and would withdraw it. He 


remind the Chancellor of the Exchequer had no desire to misrepresent the Chan. 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


| 
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cellor of the Exchequer, and would put | 
his words before the Committee. They | 
were: ‘‘Since 1874 a new method has 
been invented by which the amount of 

crystallisable sugar in raw sugar can | 
be ascertained.’’ Whatever the date 

might have been, it had been conclusively | 
proved since that time that the methods 

were not accurate. The right hon Gentle- 

man had said that this scale had been 

adopted by the trade, but he did not 

explain what he meant by the trade. 

Asa matter ot tact, he meant the shippers 
of raw sugar to this country. It was true 

that the polariscope was used as the test 

to find the saccharine matter upon which 
revenue was to be paid. In the calcula- 
tion the amount of ash had a very impor- 
tant bearing; it was assumed that the 
percentage of ash prevented five times 
its weight in crystallisation, but he was 
informed by two of the best chemists in 
this country that one per cent. of ash 
prevented only three times its weight, 
so that anysugar which did not crystallise 
was treated as molasses, and the refiner 
got agreater amount of crystallised sugar 

than was supposed. The right hon. Gen- 

tleman had admitted that he was open 

to criticism with regard to the polariscope, 

and he ventured to say that the sugges- 

tion he offered was a reasonable one, 

namely, that a Committee of experts 

should be appointed to test this instru- 

ment,to ascertain whether the deductions 

which had been arrived at were accurate. 

He expressed regret that he should have 

imported any heat into the observation 

he had made, and he hoped that the right 

hon. Gentleman would take no notice 

of it. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I should 
be very sorry to say anything to any 
hon. Member that was calculated to} 
give offence. With regard to the sug- 
gestion of the hon. Member, I will say 
this, that it is to my interest more than 
that of anybody else that this test should 
be accurate and fair. I do not see how, | 
prima facie, you could get a fairer test | 
than one which is accepted by the seller | 
of the article on the one side and the 
buyer on the other as the means of 
determining what is the amount of | 
sugar for which the buyer pays. I am | 
quite aware that there are differences of | 
opinion as to the precise action of the | 


{20 June 1901} 
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polariscope on certain kinds of sugar, 
and I shall carefully watch the matter, 
and if I see any cause for entertaining 
doubt upon the subject I shall be very 
willing to consider the appointment of 
a Committee of experts to inquire into it. 
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*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Laun- 
ceston) said that he hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would not press his Amend- 
ment to a division. They were now 
endeavouring to ascertain how best to 
arrange a tax which the country 
would have to bear, and to do this they 
must avail themselves of the known 
means of measuring the article taxed. 
It was ridiculous to discuss the 
polariscope, as if it were not an instru- 
ment of which the results were not per- 
fectly well known as an instrument of 
science. It might be true that it was 
not more than fifty years ago since the 
rotary polarisationof sugar was discovered, 
and that in 1874 it was first put to practi- 
cal use; but the reliability of the 
instrument had been fully established, 
and it was perfectly well known that one 
could now read off the degrees of polari- 
sation upon this instrument just as easily 
as one could read off the results of any 
other instrument. In fact, the polari- 
scope was to sugar what the hydrometer 
was to alcohol, and to quarrel with an 
instrument which was scientifically accu- 
rate, and which had been accepted as a 
practical test by buyers and sellers for 
twenty-five years, was surely a mistake 
for a Committee engaged in a task 
like this. If scientific men only 
were agreed upon this matter there 
might be room for the discussion, but 
when practical men also were satisfied 
with the instrument the Committee 
could not do better than to adopt it. With 
regard to the scale, in the schedule 
which was taken from the customs regu- 
lations of the United States of America, 
as representing fairly the amount 
of sugar which might bear taxation in 
mixed goods, he had not heard one word 
to lead him to think that that scale was 
inaccurate. It was not the interest of any 


| Government, in collecting duties, to adopt 


an inaccurate scale, and therefore, as 
they must start with a scale of this kind, 
they could not do better than start with 
one which came from such a high autho- 
rity. Personally so far as he could form an 
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opinion, he thought the scale was fairly | 


accurate, but in any case he urged the 
Committee to adopt the polariscope, 
which the trade and the shippers had 
adopted, the gradations of which would 
neither favour the high or the low 
qualities of sugar. If they favoured the 
low qualities it was protection to the 
sugar refiners of England. If they 
favoured the high it was a distinct advan- 
tage to the foreigner. He thought the 
Committee could with confidence trust 
the right hon. Gentleman in this 
matter. 


*Mr. LOUGH said he thought there 
was nothing more monstrous in this 
Committee than for hon. Gentlemen, 
especially lawyers, to plunge into a dis- 
cussion in this way merely because 
they understood a scientific instrument 
possibly better than any other gentlemen 
on the Committee. The only argument 
for bringing an instrument of this kind 
into use was that it was accurate, but 
there had been business men who had 
been able to arrive at an accurate result 
of the quality of the goods they dealt in 
although they had no such scientific 
instrument. On Tuesday the Committee 
were proposing a graduated duty on tea 
and the hon. Gentleman who brought 
forward that proposal showed that the 
method which prevailed in the trade for 
testing tea was perfectly accurate, and 
although that was admitted, the Govern- 
ment rejected the graduated duty. The 
hon. Member did not prove his case 
when he said that this was an instrument 
scientifically accurate. He had to go 
further and prove that it was desirable 
to drag this instrument in at a certain 


stage of the production of sugar, 
and measure the duty by _ this 
instrument. In the earlier stages of the 


sugar industry the qualities were tested 
by taste, by colour, and by scent, and the 
man who was a large dealer in sugar 
tested it in that way. He did not know 
how many degrees of sugar it might 
contain, and he did not care, and when 
a man went about buying sugar abroad 
he knew what he could sell it for in 
England, but now with this complicated 
seale of duties they could not do that ; 
they could only say that this will have 
to bear one of twenty-four duties, and 
we cannot tell which. 


Mr. Moulton. 


{COMMONS} 
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The argument of the hon. Member for 
Launceston was good so far as it went, 
but it did not go far enough. He did 
not prove that it was desirable to intro- 
duce this scientific instrument into the 
dealings of the market. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex. 
chequer had quoted a passage from a 
speech which Mr. Gladstone made in 
1864, and he then ventured to state that 


‘the right hon. Gentleman would find all 


the bad arguments for the policy which 
he was introducing in that speech of Mr. 
Gladstone’s. In 1864 Mr. Gladstone 
said that 2 ewts. of low-class East Indian 
sugar would yield 1 ewt. of crystallised 
sugar. There were two mistakes in that 
statement, which showed that Mr. 
Gladstone had not gone to the bottom of 
the subject. Ten years later he would 
not have used that argument at all. In 
the first place, 2 ewt. of low-class East 
Indian sugar would yield 14 ewt. of 
crystallised sugar; and, in the second 
place, the refuse would be of value, and 
taxable in the Budget. The mistake of 
the right hon. Gentleman was in think- 
ing that it was necessary for him to 
mark by differential duties the differ- 
ences in the value of sugar. But this 
was not so. The higgling of the market 
accomplished all that was necessary. 
The day these duties were proposed to 
the Committee the prices of sugar in 
England ranged from &s. for the lowest 


to 13s. for the highest quality. This 
was a difference of 5s. per ewt. By put- 


ting a duty of 2s. on the lowest of these 
qualities and 4s. 2d. on tbe highest, in 
a single night the House of Commons 
had established a difference in the 
price of sugar of 7s. 2d. a ewt. He sub- 
mitted that nothing ought to be done in 
this House which would affect in this 
way the price in the market ; and in his 
opinion the fair thing was not to differen- 
tiate between the qualities but to tax all 
alike. He had worked out what the 
effect would be of introducing 1. ewt. of 
sugar into this country and refining it if 
the same duty was paid upon all, and 
he found that, even where the lowest 
class sugar was dealt with, the duties 
being equal, a very respectable profit 
was left to the refiner. This system 
of taxation could only result in giving 
protection to the sugar refiners of this 
,country. He had had the opportunity 
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of seeing an advance copy of a pro- 
spectus which was about being issued 


to the public, in which it was pointed out | 


that the action of the Government had 
made it possible by imposing these duties 
for a sugar refinery which had not paid 
during the last ten years, and which was 
doing only half what it did before the 
Spanish and American war, to be worked 
at a profit. That single instance would 
show the foolish act which the Committee 
were hurriedly committing to-night, and 
would have its effect upon the consumers 
of this country before many months were 
over. 


*Mr. MOULTON said the hon. Member 
ior West Islington drew a piteous picture 
of the man who in the early years of 
sugar refining had nothing but his taste 
to trust to, and protested against the 
terrible accuracy of the polariscope being 
introduced as against this trade custom. 
But the argument answered _ itself. 
In those years people tasted to find what 
the sugar would sell for. But it was sold 
by the polariscope, so that, in other words, 
they tasted in order to find what the 
polariscope would now tell them. It was 
because they found that their taste 
enabled them to anticipate what the 
polariscope would say that they trusted 
to their taste, and for the same reason 
they might trust to it now. The only 
change was that then it was used for 
determining the price ; now it was to 
be used for determining the duty also. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) 
said he was opposed entirely to the sugar 
duty, and this Amendment was neither 
more nor less than a red herring drawn 
across the scent 
ought to pursue. Many speeches had 
been made to-night upon the subject, 
including that which had fallen from his 
hon. friend the Member for Launceston, 
who, perhaps, knew more about it than 
any other Member of the Committee. 
He might say with regard to the remarks 
of the hon. Member tor West Islington 
that they clearly proved to him that the 
hon. Member did not know what a 
polariseope was. He was informed that 


there was only one firm in the world 
who made the polariscope for testing 
sugar, and that was a firm in Berlin, and 
their method was that instead of having 
to estimate when the light was darkest 
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there was a comparison between two 
lights, and one had to determine when 
those lights were alike, which everybody 
knew was the easiest thing in the world 
to do. That was the method adopted 
by that particular class of polariscope, 
and the whole argument as to the 
difference of human eyes went by the 
board. It was only since i874 that the 
polariscope had been used to test the 
amount of sugar in various products, 
and 1874 was the last year in which a 
duty was levied upon sugar imported 
into this country, and that being so, he 
was right in assuming that until the 
right hon. Gentleman made his speech 
there was not a custom house officer 
who had used it. Under those circum- 
stances the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would have to organise a whole army of 
custom house officers who would be 
experts in the use of the polariscope, to 


test the sugar which came into this 
country. The right hon. Gentleman 


had said he was going to collect this 
£5,000,000 at an expenditure of £40,000. 
He did not know how many polariscopes 
the right hon. Gentleman would have 
to buy, but having inquired into the 
price of these instruments and of Iceland 
spar, he did not think his estimate 
of £40,000 would purchase the number 
that would be required, owing to the 
very limited supply of Iceland spar in the 
world. That limited amount of Iceland 
spar was hoarded by those who had _ it, 
and instead of being able to get a redue- 
tion of price by taking a large number of 
the instruments, the effect of trying to 
make a large purchase would be to raise 
the price enormously, because it would 
result in the taking of Iceland spar out of 
the kingdom. It was said that a con- 
cession was given to a particular firm in 
Iceland twenty-five years ago for the 
production of Iceland spar, and that that 
firm had gone on the economic principle 
of limiting the output, and that they, 
having got out a certain amount ot 
Iceland spar, would not get out any more. 
Even supposing they could be compelled 
to increase the output by the Icelandic 
Storthing, that body only met once in 
three years, and their last meeting was 
during the late autumn, and, inasmuch 
as the present price of the polariscope was 
£30, he ventured to suggest the right 
hon. Gentleman would not collect his 
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£5,000,000 for a total expenditure of | 


£40,000. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS did not | 


think the right hon. Gentleman had appre- 
ciated the argument of the hon. Member 
for West Islington, which was that the 
use of this scientific instrument was an 
imposition on the trade; that when a 
foreign seller sold a fine class of sugar, 
and was asked to make a price, he would 
not be able to do so; that that was a 
serious impediment to place in the way 
of those introducing fine sugars into this 
country, and that it would make it 
impossible for them to introduce these 
fine sugars. The Committee would see 
that there was a distinct difference 
between a man who could say “I sell at 
8s. 6d. per ewt.” and a man who said he 
sold at 8s. 6d. per ewt. per cent. 
accuracy of the test depended on the 
by-products which were to be obtained 
in the process of refinement, and he sub- 
mitted that the result of the system to be 
instituted would be the giving of a certain 
stimulus to the refining industry in 
consequence of the profit that would be 
obtained in by-production. The molasses 
coming into the country were to be taxed, 
and he would like to know whether the 
molasses produced in the home refineries 
would be taxed to some extent. 


Mr. JORDAN said that a great number 
of hon. Members interested in the sugar 
trade knew nothing whatever of the 
polariscope, which was a most costly 
scientific instrument. Would the right 


The | 


| 


| manufacturers of this Kingdom. 
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hon. Gentleman place one in the tea-room 
for their examination and consideration 4 


Mr. O'MARA agreed with a great deal 
that had fallen from the hon. Member for 
West Islington, and that any graduation 
of sugar duties was bad, but he did not 
believe it would affect the sugar refineries, 
The right hon. Gentleman might be 
trusted so far that he would see that any 
graduation would be so directed that it 
would not afford any protection to the 
This, 
however, did not reconcile him to any 
system of graduation in the sugar duties, 
The right hon. Gentleman on a previous 
occasion had strongly opposed any system 
of ad valorem duties, but this was an 
ad valorem duty on sugar. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that an ad 
valorem duty would increase the cost of 
collection ; this graduation of the sugar 
duties was of the same nature exactly as 
an ad valorem duty. But, apart from 
that, there was a much stronger objec- 
tion against a graduation of any duty, 
which was that it raised the prices of the 
high-class article beyond the market 
value, and reduced the lower class to 
below the market value. The conse- 
quence was that a premium was placed 
on the low and a discount on the high 
class article. On these grounds he would 
support the hon. Gentleman if he pressed 
his Amendment to a division. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 226 
Noes, 132. (Division List No. 265.) 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, to leave out lines 16 to 20, and 
insert the words : 
c -& d. 
‘Molasses (except when cleared for 
use by a licensed distiller in the 
manufacture of spirits) and all 
sugar and extracts from sugar 
which cannot be tested by the 
polariscope— 
If containing 70 per 
more of sweetening 


cent. o1 
matter 
the ewt. 0 
If containing less than 70 per 
cent. and more than 50 per 
cent. of sweetening matter 
percwt. 0 2 O 
more than 
sweetening 
the ewt. 0 


te 


If containing not 
50 per cent of 
matter 
Clucose : 
Solid - the ewt. O 
Liquid - - ” 0 
—(Mr. Chancellor of the Sidi ) 


—_ 


9 
0” 


to be 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS doubted 
whether the right hon. Gentleman’s 
desire to assist agriculture in this matter 
would be carried out by the 


adopted. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH suggested 
that the discussion could better take } 


place on the question of the insertion of | 
the words proposed. 
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Lough and Mr. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Question proposed, * That those words 


be there inserted.’ 


*Mr. LOUGH pointed out that the 
words now left out established a 
maXium duty on molasses of 2s. 


per cwt. He understood that repre- 
sentations had been made to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that with 
regard to some of the qualities of 
molasses used for cattle feeding the pro- 
posed duty of 2s. was too high, and as a 
result the right hon. Gentleman had 
agreed that a lower quality of molasses 
than was mentioned in the original 
scheme of the Budget should be admitted 
at Is. per ewt. That was a very proper 
decision to arrive at, but on the scheme 
being laid before the House it was found 
that, in addition to reducing the tax on 
the lower quality of molasses to 1s., the 
ge hon. Gentleman proposed to charge 

. 9d., or 9d. higher than was originally 
propose d,on the higher quality. Tf the 


‘amount charged for sugar on the polari- 
scopic scale wats compared with that sug- 
method | gested for molasses it would be seen that 
| there was something very unequal i in the 


two. Sugar polarising up to 76 per 
cent. was admitted at 2s., but molasses 
conti uning over 70 per cent. of oe 


ing matter was to be charged 2s. 9d. 


| He could see no reason why that ‘should 
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be so, and therefore he desired to move 
to omit the words “If containing 70 
per cent. or more of sweetening matter, 
Ys, Id. per ewt.” The effect of this 
Amendment would be that the highest 
quality of molasses, which did not contain 
more sweetening matter than the lowest 
mentioned quality of sugar, should pay 
ds. 





Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

a In line 4, to leave out from the word 
‘containing,’ to the word ‘more,’ in line 6.”— 
(Mr. Lough.) 

Question proposed, ** That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH was under- 
stood to reply that molasses was really 
a by-product of raw sugar, and that 
practically the first part of the proposal, | 
referring to articles containing 70 or 


7) per cent. of sweetening matter, 
would not apply to it. Extracts from 
sugar, however, which were extracts | 


from fine sugar or sugar of high polarisa- 
tion were not by any means by-products 
like molasses. The hon. Member was 
apparently under a misapprehension. 


*Mr. MOULTON asked how it 
that the extracts were charged a higher 
duty than the 76 per cent. sugar. 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH said he under- 
stood that these were extracts from fine 
sugar or sugar of avery high polarisa- 
tion, and that, therefore, they could not 
be contrasted with the article to which 
the hon. Member alluded. Sugar of 76 | 
degrees polarisation would be a very low | 


Class sugar. 


Was 





*Mr.. MOULTON certainly did not 
suppose that the term included invert 
sugar. Invert sugar was not an ex- 
tract from sugar; it was a modified sugar. 
If the provision referred to invert sugar, 
surely the amount to be paid should be 
IN proportion to the amount of invert 
sugar contained in the article ; it should 
hot stop short at 70 per cent. 


*Sik M. HICKS BEACH said the diffi- 
culty was that invert sugar could not be 
tested by the polariscope. It could only 
be tested by a chemical process, by which 
the amount of sweetening matter in it 
was asvertuined. At present tt was | 
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impossible to prepare a precise table for 
molasses, glucose, and extracts of the 
kind referred to which could compare 
with that for sugar itself, but it was 
hoped that in time something of the 
sort would be arranged. They had, there- 
fore, to be classified in the way pro- 
posed, and he was advised that the 
words “ extracts from sugar’ would in- 
clude invert sugar. If the hon. Member 
was of a different opinion he would 
consider the advisability of altering the 
words at a later stage. 


*Mr. MOULTON did not think invert 
sugar could be classed as an extract 
from sugar. But the point to which 
he desired to call the attention of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was that if 
the words “ sweetening matter’ referred 
to invert sugar and to some of the 
modified sugars, the clause might land 
him in considerable difficulties. Glucose 
might be called a ‘‘ sweetening matter ’— 
indeed there was a vast class of sub- 


stances which might be called “* sweeten- 


ing matters.” He had presumed the 
words referred only to cane sugar, but 
if they were intended to refer to invert 
sugar he thought there should be some 
more specific reference to it. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACIL said the 
point should receive his attention. 
Mr. KEARLEY assured the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer that he was 
entirely wrong in stating that invert 
sugar could not be tested by the polari- 
scope. Cane sugar rotated the plane of 
light to the right, while invert sugar 


rotated it to the left. That was the 
real explanation of the very term 
“invert.” Probably what had caused 


the right hon. Gentleman to make this 
differentiation between common molasses. 
so-called, and high-class syrups was the 
fact that fine refined sugars were being 
inverted and used in syrups of a very 
high character. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that it 


they could be tested by the polariscope 


they would come under the sugar 


definition. 


Mr. KEARLEY, to prove that invert 
sugar could be tested by the polariscope, 
mentioned an experiment he had made. 
He desired to watch the action of the 
polariscope in dealing with cane sugar 
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and invert sugar. An equal amount, 
of liquid of the same class of sugar was 
placed in each of two glass phials, one 
sample being of cane sugar not inverted 
and the other having in it one drop 
of acid which immediately inverted it. 
In the first instance, the polariscope 
indicated the degrees of sugar to the 
right, but in the other the polariscope 
rotated to the left. That was conclusive 
proof that invert sugar could be tested 
by the polariscope. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) was 
glad an arrangement had been come to 
with regard to the lower quality of 
molasses, but he could not understand 
why an additional 9d. per hundred- 
weight could not be put on the higher 
quailty. The Amendment was an ex- 
ceedingly moderate and reasonable one, 
and ought to be accepted in view of the 
technical difference which existed. He 
hoped the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would keep the range of taxation with 
regard to molasses as low as possible, as 
it would be a mistake to handicap manu- 
factures which had but recently 
developed. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the term 
“sweetening matter” introduced in the 
Amendment proposed by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer did not appear in the 
original Bill, and therefore the Com- 
mittee should have some explanation as 
to the exact meaning of the phrase. ‘To 
the ordinary man in the street molasses 


itself was sweetening matter. Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman would state 
what exactly was meant by “75 per 


cent. of sweetening matter,’ and how 
the amount of sweetening matter in 
molasses was to be ascertained ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER ROSS said he 
understood the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer intended to revise his first 
proposal in regard to molasses. Of the 
molasses imported into this country 
95 per cent. were used for the feeding 
of cattle. All the molasses he had seen 
imported, with the exception of 
inferior quality from Germany, contained 
over 50 per cent. of sweetening matter. 
Ile trusted that the Chancellor of the 


{COMMONS} 


| 


ithe term 





Bill. 


allow molasses of a very high sw eetening 
power to pay alow duty. 


Mr. DILLON said that “ sweetening 
matter” was a new term which had 
been introduced, and he hoped the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
inform them what it meant. The hon. 
Member opposite, who was an expert, 
had pointed out that there was a great 
difference and much uncertainty about 
“ sweetening matter.” They 


did not know whether it was to apply 


been | 


an | * 


Exchequer would inquire further into | 


this matter. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH, in reply, was 
understood to say that he could not 
Mr. Kearley. 


to the erystallisable sugar in the molasses 


or other substances which were not 
crystallisable, although they — were 
sweetening matter. This was a very 


important point, for there appeared to 
be great uncertainty as to what sweeten- 
an) ‘ 


ing matter meant. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he was 
afraid he could not give a_ technical 


definition of matter, 


Mr. O'MARA said he should support 
the hon. Member for Islington if he 
pressed his motion to a division. 


Mr. LOUGH said he did not wish 
to put the Committee to the trouble of a 
division, but he should have to do so 
if he was not met in some way. Some 
doubt had been expressed in regard to 
the term “ sweetening matter,” and he 
thought that point should be cleared up 
before deciding the question. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: The 2s. 9d. 


rate will not touch molasses at all. 


Mr. DILLON said the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had stated that sweeten- 
ing matter was not cane sugar, although 
it was the same as saccharine. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: [ said it 


was saccharine, not crystallisable sugar. 


*Mr. MOULTON thought it was ad- 
visable that the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer should provide a clearer definition 
upon this point. The right hon. Gentle 
man was evidently using the term 
sweetening matter” in a different 
sense from that which was implied 
by cane sugar. Therefore he ought 
to put in some definition, because there 
were many glucoses which had different 
sweetening properties. If the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to take the propor- 
tion of 70 per cent. of sweetening matter as 


sweetening 
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gave the definition, 


have to pay duty. 


matter.” 
*Sir M. 


by the hon. Member, 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. ' 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
jaird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Maneh’r) | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 


Balfour,Maj. KR(Christehurch 
Banbury, Frederick;George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
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Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigw. ood, James 
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John 





fixing the duty, he ought to indicate the 
test by which it was to be taken. 
ought to be reference to a schedule which 
otherwise it would 
be quite impossible to realise what was 
the exact substance for which they would 
He thought the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would find this 
an easy solution of the difficulty, for then 
they would have a perfectly clear scien- 
tific definition of the term “* 


HICKS BEACH : 
very glad to consider the suggestion made 
and | 
municate with him upon the subject. 
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in a somewhat confused state 
upon this point. 

KEARLEY 
point out how reasonable was his original 
request that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer should appoint a Committee of 
experts to go into this question. 
right hon. 
realised that he might be wrong in some 
of his deductions, and it would give con- 
fidence to the 
appoint a Committee of Inquiry. 
hoped the right hon. 
give an undertaking to call together 
Committee of experts to consider this 
point, and if he did this he was sure they 
would accept with the greatest confindece 
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hon. Gentleman does upon this question Question put. 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Kearley and M. Lough. 
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(Juestion again proposed, “ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
There has just been a division which was 
entirely unnecessary. My hon. friend 
rose for the purpose of asking leave to 
withdraw his Amendment, but it was not 
conceded. I rise for the purpose of sup- 
porting the appeal that has been made 
to the right hon. Gentleman to consider 
favourably the idea of having a Com- 
mittee to inquire into these points. Some 
of these, which are of extreme technical 
interest, are matters upon which all of 
us are not qualified to form an opinion. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer is ad- 
vised, no doubt, by skilled chemists and 
scientific men, but there is another side 
to the question altogether, namely, the 
point of view of practical men of business ; 
and might it not be possible to induce 
the right hon. Gentleman to consider 
whether a conference on the subject 
could be held between men of experience 
inthe trade, who arenot,afterall,destitute 
of a certain sort of scientific knowledge 
and experience, and the purely scientific 
ntlemen, in order to adjust those ques- 


tions of diiference? | think if that was 
understood it would tend very much 


to facilitate the disposal of the Amend- 
ments to the clause. 


*Si M. HICKS BEACH: The right 
hon. Gentleman no doubt is not aware 
that for the last two months there have 
been constant conferences at the Customs 
between persons engaged in the trade 
affected by the sugar ditties and experts 
highly qualified, and all these matters 
have practically been dealt with to the 
satisfaction of the trade. I do not wish 
to say that further consideration may not 
be required, and I am quite prepared to 
consider how that could be arrived at. 
But the right hon. Gentleman has been 
impressed unduly hv the hostility to this 
measure displayed by two hon. Gentlemen 
sitting behind him. I do not find that 
other gentlemen engaged in the trade 
take at all the same view. Those two 
hon. Members may be right in some 
of the views they have expressed, and 
I should be very glad if they would com- 
municate with the Customs. But I 





cannot say anything further than that. | 
I would venture to say that if there had | 
been any widespread objection in the 
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trade against the manner in which it 
is proposed to deal with the sugar duties, 
it would have found expression in the 
press and in other ways. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not owe my inspiration entirely 
to my hon. friends the Members for Devon- 
port and West Islington. I have received 
elaborate communications which ar 
perfectly unintelligible to me from per 
sons in the trade,which are very much 
to the same effect as what my hon. friends 
have been saying. That was the ground 
on which I made the appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. MOULTON said he wished to 
point out a serious omission from the 
clause. He understood that the right 
hon. Gentleman now included in sweeten- 
ing matter invert sugar. There was no 
mention of an import duty on invert 
sugar unless it was included in the 
“extracts from sugar,” and anything 
above 70 per cent. only paid 2s. 9d. But 
if the invert sugar was made in England 
it must be made trom cane sugar, and 
that cane sugar paid a very much higher 
duty. He was sure it was an omission, 
and that there was no intention to give 
a preference to the foreign over the 
English manufacturer. He thought the 
matter ought to be looked into. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am cer- 
tainly advised that a tax of 2s. 9d. on 
invertsugar, having regurdto its sweeten- 
ing power, would place it on an equality 
with invert sugar manufactured here. 
I will think over what the hon. Member 
has said. It would perhaps be better 
to insert the words “invert sugar” in 
the definition clause. 


Mr. DILLON said that after all that 
had occurred there were not two men 
in the House who could tell what sweeten- 
ing matter was. He asserted that without 
out fear of contradiction. He defied 
all the Members of the Ilouse to get up 
and tell what sweetening matter was. 
He was not quite sure that it was clear 
to the Chancellor’s own mind. 


*Mr. LOUGH, who had on the Paper 
an Amendment to decrease the duty 
on saccharine from 1s. 3d. to 9d. an oz., 
said that saccharine was a substance 
with 300 times the sweetening property 
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of sugar. The duty on saccharine was 


not more than 300 times the duty on! 


sugar in the tariffs of foreign countries 
which he had examined. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said saccharin 
was an extremely sweet article, and it 
was necessary to have a duty of 1s. 3d. on 
it. 


Cotone, NOLAN (Galway, N.) said 
he wished to know what saccharine was 
made of. He believed it. was made of 
coal tar. That was an industry in this 
country, and they ought to encourage 
native industry. He thought this would 
lead to a good deal of smuggling. There- 
fore he trusted that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would explain this point, 
because it made a very great deal of 
difference. 


Mr. MOULTON pointed out to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that. sac- 
charine embraced two qualities, one of 
which was 300 times and the other 500 
times as sweet as sugar. He thought 
the schedule should show the test by 
which saccharine was to be determined, 
for it would be unfair to tax saccharin 
which was 300 times as sweet as sugar 
upon the same basis as sacharine which 
was 500 times as sweet as sugar. 


Mr. O'MARA thought it would be 
better to endeavour to reduce the number 
of duties rather than increase them. 


Question put. and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 25,at end, to insert the 
words, ‘Provided that, as from the nineteenth 
day of April up to the eleventh day of June 
nineteen hundred and one the duties on 
molasses and glucose shall be deemed to have 
been chargeable at the rates specified in the 
Resolution of the Committee of Ways and 
Means of the eighteenth day of April nineteen 
hundred and one.’ ”—(T'he Chancellor of the 
Eeche juer.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there inserted.’ 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) appealed to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to recon- 
sider this point. This duty was referred 
to by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
as a temporary duty, and it was to be 
the maximum duty at the time when it 


Mr. Lough. 
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operated. He thought it was only 
reasonable that it should be reduced, 
With regard to molasses ; the Committee 
would remember that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer proposed a 2s. rate per 
hundredweight for all classes of molasses, 
When it was pointed out to him that a 
large proportion of molasses was used 
chiefly for cattle he introduced a differen- 
tiation, making the rate 1s. per hundred- 
weight for the low class of molasses. He 
did not think that the importer should 
suffer through the want of information 
on the part of the Treasury upon this 
matter. Since the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had made his statement a 
large quantity of this low grade of 
molasses had arrived and it was found 
by the importers that there were no 
bonded stores where they could put it 
in warehouses and the great bulk of it 
remained untouched. In reply to a 
question, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said that if these importers had asked 
for bonding facilities they could have 
obtained them in their own warehouses. 
But they had not done so, and he did not 
think they ought to be penalised simply 
because they had not been as sharp as 
they might have been and because they 
had depended upon the good faith of the 
Government to treat them fairly. If 
the duty was to be levied at this higher 
rate and only reduced from the 11th of 
June it would be very unfortunate. 
They had paid the duty and they could 
not get it back. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACIT: My _ hon. 
friend has brought this matter under my 
notice, and I may say that it relates 
solely to the action of one particular firm. 
It is impossible to make an exception for 
one firm alone. who, if they have done 
what is alleged, have suffered entirely 
through their own negligence. If I did 
what has been asked it would give an 
unfair advantage to the clients of my 
I believe that other firms 
have paid the duty and sold and delivered 
the goods to their customers. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUBR - said 
that in the few cases where the goods had 
been sold they had been sold on the 
understanding that the duty would be 
returned. 


*Mr. LOUGH said that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had given a pledge 
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that a drawback would be given to the 
customers, but now the right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to have further com- 
plicated matters. In the case of certain 
firms who did not take the necessary 
precautions the right hon. Gentleman 
now refused the very moderate sugges- 
tion made to reconsider their case. He 
thought this was a very hard course to 


take because it would be impossible for | 


these men to get rid of their stocks at the 
higher rates which they had paid. 


Mr. KEARLEY said the Excise duty | 


on manufactured glucose was not to be 
levied till Ist July according to the Bill 
as originally presented, but the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer came with a 


resolution the other day by which it was | 
proposed that the duty should take effect | 


in June. He asked the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer why he did not impose 
the Excise duty on glucose on the same 
day as the import duty. 
Gentleman imposed the coal duty on the 
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of glucose in the country, and having 
ascertained from the Inland Revenue 
that their arrangements for the Excise 
duty would be ready earlier I moved the 
resolution. 


[ 





Mr. KEARLEY : | imputed no motives 
whatever, and I do not think the observa- 
| tion of the right hon. Gentleman con- 
cerning me ought to have been made. 





| Mr. 
| the 


DILLON said the Chancellor of 
Exchequer gave an unqualified 
pledge that if there was any alteration 
made on the duties, manufacturers or 
importers who had been unfairly charged 
would, as a matter of course, get back 
what they had paid beyond the amount 


|due. There could be no doubt he 
used that language, and therefore 


any importer who had been charged a 
higher rate of duty than was now to be 
levied should receive back the difference. 


The right hon. | 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


very day it was proposed, but he allowed | 


the manufacture of glucose to go on in 


this country free from any tax what- | 


ever up to a date in June. There had 
been an enormous amount of glucose 
manufactured for brewers. The hon. 
Member did not think it was fair that 
the right hon. Gentleman should levy a 
tax on branch of industry at the | 
earliest possible moment and defer the 
imposition of a tax affecting another 
industry. 


one 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Whatever 
Ido or whatever I don’t do the hon. 
Member always differs from me. If the 
hon. Member had studied the history of 
the Excise duties he would have dis- 
covered that they cannot be imposed 
at onee like Customs duties. Excise 
duties on manutactured articles cannot 
be imposed without very considerable 
preliminary arrangements, which can 
only be made after consultation with | 
the manufacturers in order to see 
the best method by which they can 
be imposed. That could not be done | 
before the day the Budget was intro- | 
duced. The officers of the Inland | 
Revenue told me that it would be ch 
possible to make the necessary arrange- | 
ments for levying the Excise duty before | 
Ist July. I heard, however, that one 
was going on a considerable manufacture | 





Mr. LOUGH asked whether 
debate could not now be adjourned. 


the 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH suggested 
that the Amendments on the clause 
should be disposed otf now. 


*Mr. LOUGH, with the view of ob- 
taining the opinion of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, moved to insert a 
proviso to the effect that on sugar 
lucose, or molasses used in brewing : 


> 
or 1 
5 S 


| drawback equivalent to the duty on 


the sugar, glucose, or molasses should 
be allowed to the brewer under such 
regulations as the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue might make from time 
to time. The hon. Member explained 
that this was in aecordance with a 
provision made in the early part of the 
Budget for distillers who used sugar, 
and while—if any good reasons were 
given against it--he did not wish to 
press the amendment to a division, he 
would like to know what was the reason 
for this differential treatment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 25, at end, to iusert the 
words, ‘Provided that on sugar, glucose,‘ or 
molasses used in brewing, a drawback equiva- 
ient to the duty on the” ugar, glucose, or 
molasses be allowed to the brewer, under such 
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regulations as the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue may make from time to time.’” 


(Mr. Lough. ) 


Adjournment of 


Question proposed, ** That those words 


be there inserted.”’ 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : [have given 
a great deal of consideration tothesubject, 
and I mus: resist the Amendment. It is 
to be remembered that there is nothing 
in what I propose which prevents brewers 
from using sugar or glucose or any other 
material in the manufacture of beer: 
all I ask is that whatever they use they 
should pay the same duty upon it which 
other manufacturers must There 
has been a material change in the relative 
value of sugar and glucose which brewers 
use as compared with barley, and I do 
not think the brewers will be seriously 
affected by the proposal in the Bill. 


pay. 


* Mr. MOULTON asked why the Chan- 

cellor oi the Exchequer made an allow- 
ance to the distiller and not to the 
brewer. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The duty 
on the alcohol in spirits is so much more 
than the duty on the alcohol in beer that 
I do not like to add to the duty on 
spirits. 


CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said 
that in this case the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was adhering to sound 
common sense, and he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would refuse any 
Amendment on the subject. 


*Mra GROVES (Salford, 8.) appealed 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
allow brewers a drawback on sugar used 
in Lrewing.on the ground that it was 
unfair to tax an article twice over. Some 
brewers might continue to use sug 
and tax their profits twice over, but 
before the additional tax had been on for 
one year he felt sure that the use of 
English barley would be largely dis- 
placed by foreign barley. It was im- 


{COMMONS} 


yar | 
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to the Chancellor of the Exchequer not 
to be misled by his agricultural friends, 


Mr. CREAN (Cork. S.E.) said that some 
of the brewers in Ireland boasted that 
they used no sugar at all, and that they 
used home grown barley. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would stick to his 
proposal, and not alter it for the reasons 
given by the hon. Gentleman opposite. 


*Mr. LOUGH pointed out that foreign 
barley could be imported free, and owing 
which it 


to the conditions under was 
grown it contained more sweetening 
matter than the English barley. This 


was a very large matter, because no less 
than 150,000 tons of sugar were used 
every year by the brewers The right 
hon. Gentleman was now proposing to 
deal with distillers differently to the 
brewers. He did not think anything of 
this kind ought to be done by a side wind. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
that this was a very important matter. 
As the representative of an agricultural 
district he had made inquiries in con- 
nection with a large brewing interest 
in his constituency, and he was informed 
that the effect of this proposal would be 
that the brewers would con- 
siderably English The 
figures put into his hands showed that 
whereas up to the present time they had 
been using 60 per cent. of English barley 
in future they would only use 30 per 
eent., and they would make up the 
difference by using foreign barley. He 
sincerely hoped that the agricultural 
interest would not be injured by this 
proposal, 


consume 


less barley. 


Amendment. by leave. withdrawn. 


material to the brewer what he used so | 


long as he produced an article which was | 


appreciated by the public. If he could not 


produce an article to please the popular | 


taste under these new conditions he 
would have to fall back upon foreign 
barley. For these reasons he appealed 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 
BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN 
BILL [Lords]. 
| Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
| Committee report Progress; to sit 


|} again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at One of the clock. 
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* Bill reported with Amendments. 


‘ BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY BILL. 


1021 Private Bill {21 JUNE 1901} Business. 1022 
HOUSE OF LORDS. | DORKING GAS BILL. 
Friday, 21st June, 1901. Read 24, and committed. 


aaeaaaa | HARROGATE WATER BILL. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Order of the day for the Third Reading 
pia | read. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted | a eee 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- | Moved, That the Bill be now read 34.— 


ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- | (Lhe Earl of Morley.) 


ficate from the Examiners that the, Tue Ear or NORTHBROOK: My 
further Standing Orders applicable to | : 3 Maal a 
the following Bill have been com lied | Lords, before this Bill is read a third 
a 8 ee ot P | time, I desire to call attention to the fact 
a aerial ee |that the Committee by whom the Bill 
Notting Hill Electric Lighting. | was considered refused a locus standi 


Table. | Yorkshire, which represents all the county 
| councils and the councils of the county 
CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE) boroughs in the West Riding. Your 


{ 

« 

{ The same was ordered to lie on the) to the Rivers Board of the West Riding of 
e | ; 

1 

Ly 


RAILWAY BILL (u.1.} | Lordships’ Standing Order No. 105D 
Reported from the Select Committee | provides that when any Bill relating to 
with Amendments. | the water supply of any town or district 
\is before Parliament, the council of any 

BELFAST HARBOUR BILL (u.1.]. administrative county, relating in their 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill! petition that the administrative county 
reported with Amendments. /or any part thereof may be in- 
|juriously affected, has a locus standi 

HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING | upon the Bill; and it appears to 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL. | me that it is only in accordance with 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL. common sense that the Rivers Board 
TENDRING HUNDRED WATER BILL. | should have a locus standi on this Bill. 
RICHMOND GAS BILL. It may be said that the councils of the 

LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [i..]. | West Riding should have petitioned 


* DONCASTER TITHE TRUST BILL [u.1.]. against the Bill, and in that way ob- 


itained, by the Standing Order, a locus 
| standi; but they were induced not to 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILI }do so from the fact that a Committee 
a ae a ata “| of your Lordships’ House allowed a locus 


The King’s consent signified ; and | standi under similar conditions in the 
iease of a Halifax Bill in 1898. The 
matter is one of considerable importance. 
I received a letter yesterday from my 
noble friend Lord Elgin (Chairman of the 
| Salmon Fisheries Commission), in which 


Reported with Amendments. 


IRISH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH BILL. 


WEST SURREY WATER BILL. 


STROUD GAS BILL. he points out the great importance of 
Reported without Amendment. lallowing this Board a locus standi in 


respect of water Bills affecting districts 
DERWENT VALLEY WATER BOARD | jn their jurisdiction; and it seems to 
BILL [1 1.]. me only reasonable that a body like this, 

The King’s consent signified; and representing as it does the public in- 
Bill reported with Amendments. terests, and not the interests of any 
private individuals, should be given a 
SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. locus standi. I should like to ask my 
LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW | noble friend the Chairman of Committees 
WORKS) BILL. whether he has considered the subject, 

Read 24 and committed; the Com-| what his opinion, if he is at liberty to 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee | express it, is on the matter, and whether 
of Selection. he contemplates any alteration of the 
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Standing Order so as to allow of a locus 
standi being given in such cases in the 
future. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): My noble friend 
mentioned this matter to me some time 
ago, as also did Lord Crewe, who in- 
formed me that he proposed to call atten- 
tion to the question on the Leeds Bill, 
which comes before the House on Monday. 
I was not aware that the noble Earl was 
going to raise the question on the Harro- 
gate Bill, and I propose, with his Lord- 
ship’s permission, to defer any remarks 
I may have to make till Monday. I do 
not know at present what the exact 
circumstances were under which the 
Chairman of the Committee refused to 
the West Riding Rivers Board the locus 
standi which the noble Earl thinks they 
ought to have had. I scarcely like. 
therefore, to give a distinct answer to my 
noble friend to-day, but I hope to be pre- 
pared to speak more definitely on the 
subject on Monday next. I quite agree 
with my noble friend that the West 
Riding Rivers Board is a very important 
body ; but probably it was left out because 
it stands in an almost unique position, 
there being, I] think, only one other such 
board in the United Kingdom. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 3¢ 
accordingly, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 

STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [u.1.1]. 


AND CHURCH HOPE 
WAY BILL [u1.}. 


HARROGATE WATER BILL [u.1.]. 
DOVER HARBOUR BILL [u.t.]. 


RIPON CORPORATION BILL [a.1.]. 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


EASTON RAIL- 


DUBLIN ST. JAMES GATE BREWERY | 


TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Read 3%, with the Amendment, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


LONDON RIVERSIDE FISH MARKET) 
B 


4e 


The Order made on Tuesday last | 


{LORDS} 


| LOCAL 
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Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the five Lords appointed a 
Select Committee on the Tees Valley 
Water Board Bill and other Bills do form 
the Select Committee for the consideration 
of the London Riverside Fish Market 
Bill ; read, and agreed to; all petitions 
referred to the Committee with leave to 
the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bill to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bill. 


'ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
/ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bills reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3% on Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 

Order) ; Amendments made ; Standing 

Committee negatived; the Report of 


Amendments to be received on Monday 
next. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bills reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3% on Monday next. 


LOCAL 


COMMONS REGULATION AND IN: 
CLOSURE (SKIPWITH) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


METROPOLITAN 
(ORPINGTON) 
BILL. 


Read 2¢ (according to Order), and 


SCHEME 
ORDER 


COMMON 
PROVISIONAL 


‘ppointing certain Lords the Select Com- | committed to a Committee of the Whole 
nittee to consider the Bill, discharged. 





| House on Monday next. 
' 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. *Mr. SPEAKER : It is not in order for 
an hon. Member to bring the opinions 
of the Sovereign into debate. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (INTELLI- 
GENCE DIVISION). 

Annual Report of proceedings ae Mr. RICHARDS said the observations 
the “ Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875 were made before His Majesty ascended 
to 1899,” the ‘* Merchandise Marks hot the Throne, but he would not further 
1887 to 1894,” the “ Fertilisers and allude to them except to remark that 
Feeding Stuffs Act, 1893,’ and the what was contended for by St. Bar- 
“Board of Agriculture Act, 1889,” for tholomew’s Hospital had already been 
the year 1900. Presented (by Com- embodied in the Bill which had passed 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table. through its various stages in another 
place and would shortly come before 
the House of Commons, and that 
fact effectually disposed to that extent 
of the contention of the authorities of 
Christ’s Hospital that they were not to Le 
allowed to sell the site except en blce. 
He now wished to show how unjusti- 
Committee | fiable'were the suggestions of the authori- 

CIVIL LIST BILL. ties of Christ's Hospital. Those who 
: | were anxious topreserve open spaces came 

Read 2% (according to Order), and com- before the House with full authority for 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole! what they were doing. The House had 
House on Monday next. ‘recognised long ago that consecrated 

; .__ ground could not be built upon except 
House adjourned at a quarter before | hy the special authority of Parliament. 

Five of the clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven The House had gone further, and had 
of the clock. | passed within the last ten years two Acts 
| providing that all ground set apart for 
burial could not be built upon except 
with the authority of Parliament. But 
| what was the present position of affairs ? 
Friday, 21st June, 1901. | The governors of Christ’s Hospital were 
| asking for special authority to sell their 
property, although in the same breath 
they said there was no necessity to obtain 
the authority of Parliament because they 
could get an order from the Charity 

CHRIST'S HOSPITAL (LONDON) BILL | Commission. He did not deny that the 

(Sane | authorities of Christ’s Hospital could sell 
(By Orper.) their property under an order of the 

Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.), in Charity Commission without coming 
moving the Instruction standing in his to Parliament, but he maintained they 
name, said he wished first to protest most | could not by any such order obtain the 
strongly against the allegation which | right to build on burial ground, whether 
was constantly being made, that he and | consecrated or not. He held that this 
those who were supporting the action of | was an attempt to get behind the prin- 
his noble friend and himself had a desire | ciple of two Acts of Parliament passed 
to destroy the sale of the property by the| within the last ten years. They were 
authorities of the hospital and thus | constantly being told that the authorities 
prevent them from recouping themselves | of Christ’s Hospital had been offered 
for the purchase of their new premises £700,000 or more for the site provided 
at Horsham. Buta certain distinguished | they could get it freed from the legal 
person before he ascended the Throne, | disabilities w hich existed with regard to 
speaking on behalf of St. Bartholomew’s | the two or three graveyards situated 
Hospital in relation to the action of the upon it. He ventured to think it would 
governors of Christ’s Hospital—— | be a public scandal if the permission 


- 
2R2 


COUNTY COUNCILS (BYE-LAWS) BILL 
[H.L.]- 

House in Committee (according to | 

order) ; Bill reported without Amend- | 

ment ; and re-committed to the Standing | 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 








Chris?’s Hospital 


to build upon those burial 
were granted. If the Bill passed without | 
this Instruction the authorities of Christ’s 
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Hospital would be able to build, if they | 


thought fit, on a portion of the ground | 
which now formed about one-third of the | 
Postmen’s Park and which was closed | 
as a burial ground by Order in Council 
in 1863. 


Sir F. DIXON HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) : 
of the road. 


Mr. RICHARDS said he went over 
the site the previous day; he met the 
churchwardens of the parish there, and 
they protested most strongly against this 
attempt on the part of the governors 
of Christ's Hospital to secure a piece of 
land which they believed belonged to the 
parish churchyard, and which they 
had laid out and preserved as part of the 
Postmen’s Park. It was supposed to be 
one of the first principles of Churchman- 
ship to preserve consecrated ground, but 
if such ground was to be sold to the 
highest bidder it was a pity that Oliver 
Cromwell was unable to carry out the 
sale of St. Paul’s Cathedral to another 
body for £200,000. It was of no use pro- 
testing against disestablishment if they 
were going to throw over the first prin- 


ciples and sell consecrated land to the 
highest bidder. According to the high 


authority of the late Sir Walter 
Besant. among the names of those whose 
bones probably lay in this piece of land 
now proposed to be sold were the fol- 
lowing :—Margaret. wife of Edward L,; 
Isabella, Queen of Edward II. ; Joan, 
Queen of David Bruce ; Roger Mortimer, 
Earl of Mareh; John Hastings, Earl 
of Pembroke ; Sir Nicolas Bramber, one 
of the great Lord Mayors of London ; 
the Duke of Bourbon, who was taken 
prisoner at Agincourt ; and Sir Thomas 
Mallory, who wrote the history of the 
Holy Grail. As he had before stated, 
Parliament had enforced the law pre- 
venting the erection of buildings on 
disused burial grounds; but the law 
courts had gone even further than 


Parliament, for the present Master of the 
Rolls had decided that land which had 
been purchased for a cemetery could not 
be resold, because it was a portion of 
land set apart for burial purposes. It 


Mr. Richards. 


{COMMONS} 


grounds | 


| desecrating burial grounds. 


It is on a different side , 
bering his hon. 
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was asserted that if his Instruction were 
carried it would spoil the sale of the site 
altogether. Who was it that made that 
assertion ? The same authority as pro- 
tested against the sale to St. Bartho- 
lomew’s Hospital. It was the Charity 
Commission, represented by his hon. 
friend the Member for Tonbridge, whom 
he was surprised to find in favour of 
There was 
an ancient saying that an old poacher 
made the best game-keeper, and remem- 
friend’s earliest efforts 
in that House to defeat proposals of the 
Charity Commission, he could only say 
when he saw him now prepared to 
support one of the grossest acts of desecra 
tion that he seemed to have followed 
the example set by game _preservers. 
It would be a disgrace that land which 
had been preserved for three hundred 
years should now be put up for sale for 
the mere purpose of making the site more 
valuable. This land could be economi- 
cally and satisfactorily built upon and the 
open spaces at the same time preserved. 
All honour, he said, to the London County 
Council, who were carrying on the work 
of preserving the historic sites in the 
City and the County of London. He 
could only say that he should decline to 
have anything more to do with fighting 
County ‘Council elections on a political 
basis. He would rather see honest 
Radicals on the Council who had a respect 
for history than dishonest Conservatives 
who were prepared to sell anything for 
what it would fetch He hoped the 
House would not decide to reverse the 
position taken in regard to every burying 
ground throughout England simply to 
oblige the authorities of Christ’s Hospital 
and an amiable and misguided Sheriff 
who had misled the City of London, and 
he appealed to friends of open spaces in 
London to present this disgraceful 
scandal, 


CapTaAIN NORTON (Newington, W.) 
seconded the motion, because this matter 
affected a large number of his con- 
stituents from every point of view. The 
object of the Bill was to get an absolutely 
clear title to some five acres of land in the 
heart of the City of London in order to 
sell the land at its highest commercial 

value, and to the minds of ordinary men 
of the City this might  overrule- 
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all other considerations. He could quite 


understand that gentlemen who had | 


spent their lives in the City accumulating 
wealth, would consider historical build- 
ings of small value as compared with 


pounds, shillings, and pence. This the | 


promoters desired, to carry out the Act 
of 1890 in reference to the transfer of 
their school to the new site at Horsham. 
No part of London had suffered more 
severely than his constituency from the 
pressure of business outwards from the 
centre, the erection of huge warehouses, 
and the consequent serious congestion 


and the rise in rents of the last ten years. | 


A portion of this site included the bury- 
ing ground of the Grey Friars Monastery, 


where there were arches remaining of the | 


thirteenth century buildings, and clois- 
ters designed hy Wren enclosed the 
ground. In the cloisters he had observed 
a monument on which was inscribed a 
request that the bones of a benefactor 
might not be removed. 


{21 June 1901} 
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| ment of day schools the governors had 
not carried out, although they had a 
surplus of about £11,000 annually. His 
contention was that it was only right 
that the Instruction should be carried, 
so that the subject might be dealt with, 
/not in the interests of education alone, 

but in the three-fold interest of open 
| spaces, of the preservation of historical 

remains, and of the carrying out of the 
wishes of the donors of the charity for 
enlarging the educational facilities for 
| Londoners as a whole. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Christ's Hospital (London) 
Bill [Lords] to consider in what manner 
the site of Christ’s Hospital can be best 
dealt with, having regard alike to the 
' reasonable requirements of the charity 


‘and of St. Bartholomew's Hospital, to 


Surely that was | 


the least the governors could do for one | 


ot their benefactors! But the gist of 
the question was in finance. It was said 
that a sum of £500,000 was required for 
the purchase of land and erection of 
buildings at Horsham. But £254,000 


had been paid, and it would be quite | 


possible to raise £300,000 on the £550,000 
worth of property reinvested at Horsham. 
The expenses of the school were some- 
thing like £50,000, and the gross receipts 
£72,000, of which £62,000 was available 
for school purposes, leaving a net profit 
of £12,000. The accounts of the tounda- 
tion by no means showed that the pro- 
posal in the Bill was necessary, and, 
seeing that the total value of the site was 
over £730,000, the governors could well 
afford to leave as open spaces the two dis- 
used burial grounds in proximity to the 
cloisters and much of the work having 
historical and antiquarian interest. The | 
Postmen’s Park had been alluded to. 
Might he point out that within a few 
hundred yards of this very piece of ground 
10,900 persons were daily employed in 
the Post Office, and that the park was 
the only open space available for them. 
He would be the last to urge any proposal 
which would cripple the educational 
schemes of the governors, but he did not 
believe that that would be the effect of 
the Instruction. That part of the scheme 
of 1890 which provided for the establish- 


‘ancient burial grounds. 





the provisions of the Disused Burial 
Grounds Acts, to the interests of 
London in relation to open spaces, and 
to the importance of preserving some 
at least of the more interesting buildings 
of the Hospital.’ —(.Vr. H. C. Richards). 


*Strk JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) 
said, not being a lawyer, he could not 
argue from a legal point of view the 
points raised by the hon. and learned 
Member for East Finsbury. As a lay- 
man he liad heard that when a lawyer 
had a bad case he always abused the 
opposite side. He was SOrry that the 
hon. and learned Member for East 
Finsbury should have made use of the 
words * audacious,” “ audacity,” “ dese- 
erating burial grounds,” ete., when he 
was speaking of the governors and 
almoners of Christ’s Hospital, a body of 
gentlemen who, with rectitude and 
honour, were endeavouring to carry into 
effect a scheme which this House passed 
ten years ago. The resolution proposed 
by the hon. and learned Member for East 
Finsbury raised three distinct issues in 
regard to the Bill now under discussion. 
First, it was suggested that it was 
proposed to abrogate two recent Acts 
of Parliament which now _ protected 
Second, that 
it was desirable that some portion of 
the site should be retained as an open 
space. And third, that it was most 
important to preserve§the interesting 
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and historic buildings of the hospital. ’ 


As to the first contention, it was true 
that a small portion upon which the 
great hall was situated was, up to the 
end of the seventeenth century, used as a 
place of burial, but under the Act of 
1795 this land was made over to the 
governors, exempted from all further 
burial claims, and allowed to be built 
over in consideration of the then govern- 
ors substituting another ground for 
burials. That condition was complied 
with by the governors obtaining the 
burial ground, in King Edward Street 
which was outside the site covered by 
the scope of the Bill now before Parlia- 
ment. The hon. and learned Member 
for East Finsbury had asserted over and 
over again that these were ancient 
monastic burial grounds and that they 
had been consecrated. 
say that the Corporation of the City of 
London, which had probably greater 
access than any other body or individual 
to the most ancient and 
records appertaining to Christ’s Hospital, 
had been unable to discover the slightest 
trace of evidence that they had ever 
been consecrated grounds, and, with the 
exception of the one portion to which 
he had referred, it could not be said that 
they had ever been set aside for burial 
purposes. It was undoubtedly the case 
that at one time it was the custom to 
bury the children of the hospital within 
its precincts, and there were two vaults, 


into one of which the remains were 
transferred during the rebuilding of 


the school between 1820 and 1831. 
The last interment took place in 1864, 
There was not the slightest evidence, 
so far as could be discovered, that this 
ground was set apart as a burial ground 
in the ordinary acceptation of the term, 
nor was there any authentic record 
that it had been consecrated. It was 
only fair to state on behalf of the almoners 
and governors of Christ’s Hospital that, 
when the Post Office Sites Act of 1885 
was before a Select Committee of the 
House, it was seriously suggested that 
the Government should acquire the 
whole site of Christ’s Hospital, and the 
idea was only negatived on account of 
the unavoidable delay that would be 
incurred and the extreme value of the 
property. The Post Office therefore 
obtained property in the immediate , 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale. 


{COMMONS} 


He could only - 


authentic . 


(Lon Ton) Bill. 


neighbourhood of less, value; but had 
the Government become possessed of 
the site of Christ's Hospital there was 
little doubt that the whole of it would 
have been covered with huge buildings, 
and nothing would have been heard of 
these technical and straw-splitting ob- 
jections which were now raised. 

The second point raised by the hon. and 
learned Member for East Finsbury was 
that this valuable property in the heart 
of the City, and the centre of the com- 
mercial world, should be retained as an 
open space. He could not imagine that. 
the House of Commons would seriously 
entertain it. As a citizen of London, 
born in the City of London, and having 
spent most of his time there, and 
knowing every inch of it quite as well 
as the hon. and learned Member, he did 
not hesitate to say that if there was one 
spot in the City of London where an 
open space was not wanted, it was 
Newgate Street. Within a stone’s throw 
of it was the Postman’s Park, and that 
was by no means overcrowded. They 
were told that the night population 
of the City was decreasing, and he could 
assure the hon. and learned Member 
that the great bulk of those who travelled 
east daily did not go with the idea 
of taking a siesta in open spaces. 
They went for business—to do 
their work as quickly as possible, and 
then go home. If those philanthropic 
bodies—the Commons and Footpaths 
Preservation Society and the Society 
for the Protection of Ancient Buildings—- 
could induce their subscribers, or it the 
London County Council could induce 
the ratepayers, to believe that it was 
absolutely essential that there should be 
an open space in Newgate Street, of the 
ralue of at least £140,000 per acre, then 
the governors and almoners of Christ's 
Hospital were quite prepared to receive 
offers from either, provided the amount 
exceeded the sum they were at present 
negotiating for, namely, £720,000, and 
they could then do with the site what- 
ever they liked. 

The third point raised was that in- 
teresting and historic buildings should 
be preserved. In that he had not 
the slightest doubt but every Member 
of the House would entirely coincide. 
Every citizen of London deplored the 
removal of Christ’s Hospital, one of 
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the greatest of City institutions and 
possessed of a great historic past. They 
recognised that it had hallowed tradi- 
tions, but they were not unconscious 
of the fact that, although the governors 
of Christ’s Hospital opposed the removal 
of these hospital buildings for twenty 
years, Parliament in its wisdom ten 
vears ago passed a scheme, and when 
that scheme became law the governors 
and almoners endeavoured to carry it 
out. As to the antiquity of the buildings, 
the fact was that there were very few 
ancient structures at all on the site of 
the hospital, the original fabric having 
been lost in the great fire of London in 
1666. The Great Hall dated only back 
to 1825. A portion of the court room 
was built in 1680 and enlarged in 1788. 
The only really ancient piece of archi- 
tecture upon the site consisted of a few 
arches of the thirteenth century. He 
could inform the House, however, that 
every care and attention was to be 


{21 JuNE 1901} 
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| Bill, was to enable the governors to say 


to this would-be purchaser, “ Parlia- 
ment has overlooked these technicalities, 
and we can give you an unassailable 
title.” Upon that, and that alone, 
depended this large sum, and the success- 
ful carrying out of the scheme which 
had been settled by Parliament. The 
whole matter shaped itself into a very 
small compass. After twenty years of 
controversy the Charity Commissioners 
passed in this House a scheme for the 
removal of Christ’s Hospital from London 
to the country. The scheme imposed 
great responsibility on the governors. 
It made it compulsory for them to erect 
a new school in the country for 700 
boys, and a school for 300 girls; a 


| preparatory school for 120 boy boarders ; 


| 


given to the preservation of these and | 


any other matters of antiquarian interest. 
So also was it the earnest wish of all to 
pay proper reverence and respect to any | 
human remains that might be found. 
He might mention that “the f fact that 
burying had taken place in a particular | 
spot did not constitute it a burial ground. 
When his firm excavated the foundations 
for their bank they 


| effects. 


a science school for 600 scholars, and a 
day school for 400 girls. It was obvious 
to any unbiassed mind that that scheme 
would never have passed Parliament it 
it had not been thoroughly and morvaiy 
understood that this very valuable :it 
was to be turned into money with which 
to erect and maintain these new schocls, 
with their far-reaching educational 
The hon. Gentleman opposite 
_had asserted that the governors had a 
surplus income of £20,000, although 


/upon consideration he had brought it 


came across human | 


remains, but that did not constitute the 


site a burial ground. The hon. and, 
learned Member for East Finsbury 


had not brought one tittle of evidence 
in support of his very weak case. 
he passed from the burial ground ques- 
tion, he would remind the House that 
the London County Council, who were 


taking up such a philanthropic attitude | 


that day, were carting away loads and 


Before | 
‘error, the report of the governors 


loads of human remains in making their | 


new road from Holborn to the Strand. 
He understood from the hon. and learned 
Member for East Finsbury that there 
was no intention to wreck this Bill, 
but he ventured to say that if this In- 
struction was passed it would practically 
ruin the Bill. The governors and 
almoners had a firm offer of £720,000, 
but that was contingent that there 


was to be an unassailable title. Tech- 
nicalities might exist, and might be 
valuable to lawyers hereafter. What 


asked, 


they 








down to £11,000 or £12,000. 


CapTaAINn NORTON said the hon. 
Gentleman misrepresented him. He 
had pointed out that the statement pub- 
lished by certain petitioners was an error, 
and had quoted, in order to correct that 
for 
last year, showing a surplus of £11,000. 


*Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE said that 
whether it was £11.000 or £20,000 it 
was absolutely erroneous. Owing to the 
prudent policy of the governors and 
almoners of this great charity they had 
been cutting down the numbers of their 
scholars as low as possible, pending their 
removal to the country. It was quite 
true that last year showed a paper surplus 


| of £11,000, but if the scheme was carried 
‘out and the children brought up to the 
| standard of the scheme the income neces- 


sary would be £70.500, or £10,500 more 
than the present income. To meet wee 


/a capital sum was now required, 


The 


in bringing forward this | £350,000, 


estimated amount i 
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capital required to complete and equip 
the new schools at Horsham and the 


girls’ boarding school was £290,000, in 
addition to the £360,000 already appro- 
priated for the purpose by sales and 
realisations, and but for which appro- 
priation the present available income 
would, of course, have been propor- 
tionately more. If the day and science 
schools for 1,000 children, as directed by 
the scheme, were to be provided for, it 
was estimated that, without reckoning 
for any free places or exhibitions, a 
capital sum was needed of £300,000. 
That made a total fresh capital expendi- 
ture required of £940,000. The actual 
value of the stocks now remaining in the 
hands of the governors was £223,000, 
ot which £177,000 was alone applicable 


to educational purposes, the remainder | 


having been hypothecated and _ ear- 
marked for exhibitions and such 
objects. It therefore followed that, even 
if the site realised £720,000, and if 
Parliament sanctioned this Bill, they 
would only have £177,000 more, making 
the aggregate sum of £897,000, to meet 
an estimated outlay of £940.000. It was 
consequently imperative that Parlia- 
ment should give assistance to those 
who were carrying out this great educa- 
tional scheme. The Bill began and ended 


with enabling the governors to turn a! 


long leasehold held by the corporation 
into a freehold, and to say to a would-be 
purchaser, “ Parliament has spoken, and 
has earried through this scheme, and 
has enabled us to give you an unassailable 
title.” He would conclude by quoting 
the words of the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for Dartford. Speaking in 
1890 as Vice-President of the Education 
Department the right hon. Baronet 
said, *‘ The House has only to decide on 
the educational advantages of the scheme 
as it stands, and I feel sure that the House 
will endorse this excellent scheme.” 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) said that he might be old- 
fashioned in his ideas of Parliamentary 
practice, but he must confess that he 
resented the system of moving Instruc- 
tions to Committees upstairs, as if the 
House had no confidence in the justice 
with which these Committees would act. 
Instructions only hampered the discre- 


{COMMONS} 


like | 
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| onehs or ought not to do. His hon. 
| friend who had just addressed the House 
| had said that he deplored the transference 
| of Christ’s Hospital School from the City 
'to the country. He would not have 
| ventured to interfere in this debate at 
) all had he not once had the honour of 
| occupying the position of medical officer 
| toa public school, and could claim there- 
ifore to have some knowledge of the 
' conditions in which a public school ought 
to be carried on. He thought that any- 
one acquainted with Christ’s Hospital 
‘School knew the inferior sanitary condi- 
|tions under which scholastic work was 
carried on—the poor bedroom accommo- 
dation, and the miserable conditions in 
which the boys were compelled to take 
their play in narrow, sanded courts, 
instead of in grass fields in the free air of 
the country. He was bound to say that 
he thought a very wise step had been 
taken when the governors of Christ's 
Hospital, like those of Charter House, 
determined to pull up their roots in the 
crowded City and go into the free air of 
the country. Anyone who had visited 
Charter House since its removal to the 
country would realise what a magnificent 
suecess the transference had been. No 
longer were the boys poor, dwarfed, and 
stunted, but bright, strong. and healthy. 
The whole case in favour of the esthetic 
character of the building had been abso- 
lutely shattered. Something had been 
said about Charles Lamb; but anyone 
who had ever read the life and writings 
of Lamb would remember the misery, 
semi-starvation, and wretched sanitary 
conditions of these hospitals in former 
days. He entirely agreed with those 
who wanted to change the site of the 
school to the country, and he opposed the 
motion because he held that it would 
seriously interfere with the work of the 
school. Something had also been said 
about ancient burial grounds. He had 
a certain respect for the dead but more 
respect for the living. He thought that 
if the comfort and convenience of the 
living required that a burial ground 
should be used for that purpose, then 
the comfort and convenience of the dead 
should give way to that of the living. 
He went further; he thought it was 
very inconvenient that dead __ bodies 
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should be buried at all. He should 


tion of the Committees as to what they | prefer that they should be cremated, 


Sir Joseph Dimsdale. 
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He was entirely opposed to this Instruc- 


Christ’s Hospital 
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| 


tion, because he objected to Instructions | 
spaces, not to drive the hospital too hard. 


to Committees ; and in the second place, 
because it would seriously cripple the 
governors of Christ’s Hospital in carrying 
out their scheme. 


Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
jord) said that as the Minister who was 
responsible in 1890 for carrying this 
scheme through Parliament he would 
be compelled to oppose the motion. 
What was the present position of the 
scheme ? Such schemes went through 
a very harsh process. First of all 
they were framed under the Endowed 
Schools Act, 1869, and other Acts ; next 
they went through a certain process 
at the Education Department; then 
they were subjected to the machinery 
of an appeal to the Privy ‘Council, and 
alter that they had to lie on the Table 
of the House for a certain time in order 
that the eriticisms of hon. Members 
might be applied to them. 
the Education Department when the 
scheme before the House was considered, 
and he knew that it had been very 
closely dealt with by the Charity Com- 
missioners, who spent four or five days 
over it. He himself thought it a great 
pity that a matter of the kind should be 
hung up, and he was moved by one argu- 
ment—namely, fresh air and green fields. 
The scheme passed the House unani- 
mously. It was twice discussed, and on 
neither occasion was it pressed to a 
division. It passed through a searching 
inquiry at the Education Department, 
and there was an appeal to the Privy 
Council in which judgment was unani- 
mously given against the appellants and 
in favour of the scheme. When it came 
before the House his right hon. friend 
the present Chairman of Committees, 
who then represented the Charity 
Commissioners, stated that the scheme 
was assented to by all parties. He 
wished to make an appeal to the House. 
It would, he thought, be a grievous 
shame, eleven years after a decision had 
been arrived at, for Parliament, by a side 
wind, to wreck such a scheme as that. 
There might be difficulties connected with 
the settlement, but the Committee 
upstairs was completely competent to 
deal with them, without the House 


fettering their'discretion by an Instruc- 
tion. 


He would appeal to hon. Mem- 


He was at} 
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bers, therefore, while admitting that 
everything was to be said for open 
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Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) 
said he fully accepted the grounds on 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
just appealed to the House; but while 
accepting the appeal he felt that there 


'were grounds which should induce the 


House, although quite friendly to the 
measure, to adopt the Instruction which 
had been moved. The Bill appeared to 
have been drawn on somewhat singular 
lines. Power was giventothe governors 
to dispose of two classes of property, with 
regard to which at present they had no 
powers of sale. One was leasehold pro- 
perty, and the other was very vaguely 
described as property in which inter- 
ments had taken place. The governors 
could not deal with that property at pre- 
sent ; it did not belong to them in any 
effective sense, because it could not be 
converted to the purposes of the charity, 


‘and the Bill provided that the governors 


should be now allowed to dispose of the 
whole site. He could understand the 
argument that would be used upstairs, 
that the Committee could not take into 
consideration any public interest attach- 
ing to the site in special relation to the 
usor to which it was at present subject. 
All that the Instruction provided was 
that the Committee should have power to 
consider not merely the educational 
necessities of the charity, but the public 
requirements of the City of London, 


‘having regard to the mode in which the 
| site was at present used. There were two 


modes of usor to which attention had been 
drawn—one was consecrated ground, 
and the other was open spaces and the 


‘portions of the site formerly used for 


burial purposes, which were now used as 


open spaces. They were dealing with 
three open spaces which at present 


afforded a recreation ground for the 
people living in that portion of London, 
and which were very advantageous for 
the public health. The Instruction sug- 
gested that the Committee should not be 
influenced solely by the financial needs 
of the charity, but should take into con- 
sideration, first of all, the reasonable re- 
quirements of the charity, and next 
should have regard to the interests of 
London in relation to open spaces and 
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least, of the more interesting buildings. 
Surely an indication of opinion from the 


regard to these open spaces, and the 
provision the governors were prepared 
to make with reference to them, should 
commend itself to every friend of the 
measure. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuip, 


Croydon) : The House is not now dealing | 


with some case which might possibly 
arise of a greedy corporation desirous of 
selling a site for money, and so adding to 
their resources. It is not a case of that 
kind at all. What are the circumstances 
which have brought Christ’s Hospital to 
this House? They did not want to leave 
the City ; they had no desire whatever to 
convert this valuable piece of ground into 
money so as to add to their financial 
resources. They were sorry to leave the 
City, and the City was very sorry to part 
with Christ’s Hospital, which tor years 
has been one of the most prized institu- 
tions within its limits. They were forced 
to go by the scheme of the Charity Com- 
missioners, very much against their will, 
and very much against the will of the 
City. We must, in matters of education, 
consider what is most beneficial for the 
young people receiving education, and 
there can be no doubt that so far as they 
are concerned—so far as light and air and 
education are concerned—they will un- 
questionably benefit by the change. But, 
whatever the merits or the demerits of 
that matter may be, I would beg the 
House to remember, in dealing with this 
question, that they are dealing with a 
body that has been forced to part with 
this property much against their will 
and to erect buildings in the country. 
Now, in order that they should do that, 
they find it necessary to ask for certain 
powers with regard to the site, and the 
House is now asked to place a limitation 
upon them in respect of the sale of the 
site. 

The hon. and learned Member said they 
had a right to act as is suggested, as the 
governors of Christ’s Hospital came to 
Parliament to ask for two or three 
privileges of great value which they did 
not now possess. One of the privileges 
was that a certain piece of land was going 
Mr. Lawson Walton. 


{COMMONS} 


the importance of preserving some, at | 
| freehold. 
| what is the extent of the leasehold? 
House that the Committee should have | 
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to be converted from a leasehold into a 
That is perfectly true, but 


It extends for 790 years, and I am 


told that the ground rent does not 


exceed £10 a year. To get rid of this 
is, of course, a technical advantage, but, 
after all, it is not very much that Christ's 
Hospital is asking Parliament for, that 
they should get their assent to an arrange- 
ment which the ground landlords are per- 
fectly willing to enter into—namely, the 
conversion of a leasehold of 700 or 800 
years at a ground rent of £10 a year into 
a freehold. That is not very much of a 
ground on which to ask Christ's Hospital 
to part with a valuable consideration. 
Then it is said that power is being asked 
to build over three open spaces. The 
ground on the other side of the street has 
been referred to, but I am told that power 
is not being asked to build over that at 
all. It was given in exchange many 
years ago, and will remain exactly in the 
position in which it now is, even if the 
House does not pass the Instruction. 
Then, as to the burial ground, it is spoken 
of as if it were almost unprecedented that 
Parliament should be asked for powers 
to build over a burial ground. Parlia- 
ment has given that power again and 
again under certain restrictions and limi- 
tations, and the same restrictions and 
limitations will apply under the Bill. 
The hon. and learned Member spoke 
of the requirements of the City in regard 
to open spaces. Anyone who knows the 
City would laugh at the idea of an open 
space in Newgate Street. ‘There is no 
resident population, it is one of the 
business parts of the City, and the land 
is worth I do not know how many 
thousand pounds an acre, and to say that 
it is required as a recreation ground is 
really almost trifling with the House. 
The City has not too many open spaces, 
but there are open spaces, and hardly a 
man who knows the City would say 
that this is the place where anything 
of the kind is required. So that whether 
with regard to open spaces or with 
regard to the burial ground, | do not 
think there is any case made out for the 
Instruction, which undoubtedly would 
have an effect, and it might possibly 
be a very serious effect, on the finances 
of the hospital. If the Instruction were 
passed, and if there were incorporated 
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with the Bill that which the hon. and 
learned Member who moved it desires, 
the value of the site would be enormously 


reduced, without, in my opinion, any! 


adequate return to anyone. I would 
like to say also that it is not at ali certain 
that if the Instruction were carried the 
objects which the hon. and learned 
Member desires would follow. As I 
understand it, what might follow would 
be that the Bill would be abandoned 
and that the Governors of Christ's 
Hospital would dispose of the site at a 
lower figure or would themselves build 
on it, so that, in any event, I do not 
believe that that desired by the mover of 
the Instruction would follow. 

I have another point which I should 
like to impress upon the House. I under- 
stand that the London County Council 
are proceeding to present a petition 


against the Bill, and that they have , 


raised in the petition every one of the 
points referred to by the hon. Members 
who have spoken in support of the 
Instruction, so that without an Instruc- 
tion of this kind the Committee will have 
these matters before them if they con- 


sider it advisable to take them into 
account. That is a very different thing 


from the House passing an Instruction, 
beeause by passing an Instruction of this 
kind the House will lend important 
support to the propositions contained 
in the Instruction, while otherwise they 
will be considered in the ordinary way by 
the Committee on a petition presented 
by the London County Council. But 
whether that be so or not, I think no 
argument of any valid character has been 
used in support of the Instruction, and | 
very much hope that the House will not 
give countenance to what I consider 
a most unfair method of procedure by 
passing an Instruction which, while 
it would in my opinion greatly damage 
the value of the site, would not really 
secure that which the supporters of the 
Instruction desire should be carried out. 
[ hope, therefore, the House will not 
pass the Instruction. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley) said that the right hon. Gentleman 
did an injustice to many who supported 
the Instruction when he said that there 
was anything unfair in their methods 
of procedure. The governors of Christ’s 
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| Hospital had undoubtedly a right to sell 
their property, but it was not good 
enough for them without a special Act 
of Parliament. They asked Parliament 
to improve and enlarge their title, and 
the Act of Parliament would be worth 
from £200,000 to £250,000 to them. 
Parliament being about to grant that 
benefit, had not the public some emphatic 
right to a quid pro quo, especially as 
Christ's Hospital, which had since its 
foundation been an essentially metro- 
politan charity, was now about to be 
removed from the sphere of the metro- 
polis. He was extremely sorry for it 
himself, and he applauded the action of 
the governors in fighting against it for 
twenty years. It was a pity, too, that 
when the governors had all England to 
choose from for their new site, they 
should have dumped their schools at 
the side of the railway and on a soil 
that was five feet thick with clay, and 
that they should have erected buildings 
which, even in the opinion of the Local 
Government Board, were notoriously 
ugly barrack schools. As to the anti- 
quarian interest of the question, there 
were buildings by Wren which were 
extremely fine, and the hall, to which the 
Corporation attached very little import- 
ance, was one of the finest halls in 
London. Just at this point was Newgate 
Gaol, also a very fine building, which had 
only been condemned by the City. 


*Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE: I must 
correct the noble Lord; that is not so. 
There has been no delay on the part of the 
Corporation. The Corporation has been: 
desirous of rebuilding the Old Bailey for 
twenty-five years past, but the plans 
have from time to time been questioned. 
or condemned by His Majesty’s judges. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he would not 
pursue that matter, but with regard to 
the burial ground he would just say one 
word. The hon. Baronet had said that 
it was not certain that this was a burial. 
ground. Then why was the Bill brought 
in? The cloisters, not merely on the 
existing southern site, were full of graves.. 
The hon. Baronet said that the City 
authorities had no record of its ever 
having been a burial ground. It was not 


in the City that these things were to be 
found, but in the British Museum, and. 
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the fact that this was a consecrated; been consecrated. He wanted Christ’s 
burial ground was unanswerable. These Hospital to sell their ground, and he also 
human remains were to be removed and desired that they should be able to use 
placed elsewhere in spite of what was these buildings for the purposes for 
perhaps the most humble piece of elo-| which they required buildings for schools 
quence ever written or spoken; the! and offices. They had to have a school 
inscription upon a tablet in the southern | within three miles of the Mansion House 
cloisters was, ‘‘ Here lies the benefactor ; or the Royal Exchange, and what an 
let no one move his bones.” Yet, in| ideal spot this would be for the London 
spite of that, and in spite of the fact that | University, now housed, he believed, in 
this has been a burial ground, these | the back parlours of the Imperial Insti- 
human remains were, in the words of the , tute. All he asked was that when 
Bill, to be placed in “* well pitched shells’ Parliament was giving a magnificent gift 
and removed elsewhere. There was no to the governors and almoners of Christ’s 
doubt whatever that this charity was not : Hospital, without which the price offered 
such a poverty-stricken corporation asthe to them would be £200,000 | ss, the 
promoters of the Bill expected the House House should pass an Instruction asking 
to believe. The accounts of this charity a Committee upstairs to inquire whether, 
hed to be published annually for general subject to the interests of the educa- 
intormation, but he had found it very tional establishment, as set forth in the 
difficult to get hold of them. It was Instruction, something could be done 
evident from them that the almoners, by which this great, valuable, and historic 
had at their disposal for educational pur- site might be used for the benefit of the 
poses very considerable sums which they public and of education. 

did not possess ten years ago, andasthe Tye PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
almoners appeared to have approached GQMMISSIONER (Mr. GrirritH Bos- 
this question from a purely commercial cywex, Kent, Tunbridge) said it was 
point of view, why should they not his duty, as representing the Charity 
consent to raise a considerable sum (Commission in this House, to say he 
upon the mortgage of their new free- was a supporter of the Bill and an 
hold —[Sir Josep DimspaLe: Who opponent of the Instruction. In the 
would give it?]—as they easily could yiew of the Charity Commissioners 
unless they had been very much de- the Bill was the best and the only 
ceived in the property on which they | proper means of carrying out the scheme 
had spent £550,000. It had been said | passed for Christ’s Hospital ten years 
that no proposal would be made to build ago, and in obedience to which Christ’s 
upon that open space known as the Hospital was removed into the country. 
Postmen’s Park. In the opinion of the He opposed the Instruction because it 
governors of Christ’s Hospital and of the would practically destroy the Bill, and 
Home Secretary there was no further would prevent Christ’s Hospital from 
need for open spaces in the City. If that yealising their site to the best advantage. 
was to be the permanent opinion of the Jt seemed to be thought by a large num- 





right hon. Gentleman he would under- 
take to come to close quarters with him 
on many occasions during his term of 
office. With regard to building over 
open spaces he apprehended the right 
hon. Gentleman had again been guilty of 
rather an error ; he said they were not 
open spaces in the sense that the public 
had access to them. That was true. 
As a member of the public he had no 
access to Grosvenor Square, but as a 
member of the public he would consider 
himself legitimately aggrieved if the 
owner of that property built over it, and 
the same argument applied to open spaces 
in the City—especially to such as had 


Lord Balearres, 


ber of the Members of this House that if 
the Instruction was carried an .open 
space and ancient monuments would 
thereby be preserved. Ii the Instruction 
was carried and the Bill was withdrawn 
the result would be, not that the govern- 
ors would not be allowed to sell, but that, 
subject only to the consent of the Charity 
Commissioners, which would be given, 
Christ’s Hospital would deal with the 
site and lay itself open to the possibility 
of a lawsuit. The whole site could be 
cut up and buildings could be erected. 
No open space would be preserved except 
that a small courtyard in the middle 
might be preserved if the courts decided 
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that this was a burying ground, and so 
far from attaining the object which 
his hon. friend had in view it would do 
nothing of the kind; the only result 
would be that the educational establish- 
ment of this great charity would get 
£200,000 less than they would if this 
Bill was passed. The hon. Gentleman 
said that this was a gift of £200,000 to 
Christ’s Hospital, but as a matter of fact 
all they were doing was to enable this 
great educational charity to deal with its 
property to the best advantage, as was 
done by all other public schools. Why 
should not Christ’s Hospital be allowed 
to deal with its property to the best 
advantage? Why should not this site 
be devoted to educational purposes 
rather than to an open space? The hon. 
Gentleman below the gangway said that 
ifthis Bill were allowed to pass the Charity 
Commissioners would be poachers, but 
if this Instruction were carried the hon. 
Gentleman would be the greatest poacher 
of all, because he would take away the 
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Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain <A. 
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educational character of this charity 
and turn it into a charity of quite another 
kind. This Bill would have to be read 
together with the rest of the scheme 
which had been forced by the Charity 
Commission and Parliament on Christ's 
Hospital. A Royal Commission was 
appointed in 1877, and the Commis- 
sioners said that it would be better to 
move the hospital into the country, and 
that the site should be sold for the pur- 
pose of carrying out the scheme. Not a 
word was said as to imposing any re- 
striction on the sale of the site, and when 
the scheme was opposed in this House 
the objector to it said that that was the 
best part of it. It was because he thought 
a grave injustice would be done and a 
great blow dealt to this charity that he 
asked the House to pass the Bill, and to 
defeat the Instruction. 


Question put. 


The House divided:— Ayes, 116; 
Noes, 224. (Division List No. 267.) 


AYES. 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol, E. ) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas, Prestwich (Leigh 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer,Rt. Hn. CR(Northants 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
W oodhouse,Sir JT(Huddersf'd 


Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 
Fielden, EdwardBrocklehurst ' 





O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.)} | 


O’Brien, Kendal('Tipp’rary Mid 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayg, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 





Wylie, Alexander 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYFS— 
Mr. Richards and Captain 
Norton. 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 


Baird, John George Alexander | 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 


Balfour,MajKR(Christchurch | 


Banbury, Frederick George 
‘Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Black, Alexander William 
Bond, Edward 

{Buscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt.T. B.(King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 


«Campbell, Rt. Hn. J.A.(GI’g’w) 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. 
Cawley, Frederick 

«Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
‘Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
| Macartney,Rt. Hn. WGEllison | 


Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R.C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Manc’r 


Finlay, Sir RobertBannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald ,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fletcher, Sir Henr 


Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ | 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. HerbertJ. 


-Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn . 


Christ's Hospital 


ixon | 
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NOES. 
Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Graham, Henry Robert 





Greene,SirEW (B’rySEdm’nds : 


Gretton, John 

Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hornby, Sir! WilliamSHenry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Jebk, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
| Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 


| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 


Kimber, cowed 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Knowles, Lees 


Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt.Hon. WilliamEdwH 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareh’m 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S | 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 


| Lowe, Francis William 
| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Lowther, RtHnJ W(Cum. Penr 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Maxwell, RtHnSirH E(Wigt’n 


Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morley,Rt. Hn.John( Montrose 
Morrell, George Herbert 

Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford 
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Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 


' Nicol, Donald Ninian 
' Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herbt. P. (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rash, Major Frederick Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tidley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,Capt.J. EB(IsleofWight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC( North’mbTyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) . 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf’'dUniv 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm.H. 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J. W.( Worcestersh.N. 
Wodehouse, KtHn. E. R. (Bath) 
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1049 Petitions. 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wyndhan, Rt. 
Young, Samuel 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


PROVISIONAL | 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (ACTON) BILL 
[Lords]. 

Read the third time, and _ passed, 
without Amendment. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro 


visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 


lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
upon Monday next. 





PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

Mr. BILL reported from the Committee | 
on Group L of Private Bills ; That, for | 
the convenience of parties, they had | 
adjourned till Tuesday next, at half-past | 
Eleven of the clock. | 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
That they have agreed to Horley | 
District Gas Bill, without Amendment. | 
That they have agreed to, Cardiff | 
Corporation Bill ; Leatherhead Gas Bill, | 
with Amendments. | 


a | 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | 


“An Act for empowering the Worcester | 
Tramways, Limited, to construct new | 
tramways in lieu of their existing tram- | 
ways, and to work the same by mechani- | 
cal power ; and for other purposes.”’—- | 
Worcester Tramways Bill [Lords]. | 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to | 
extend the limits of supply of and to | 
confer further powers upon the Newport | 
(Isle of Wight) Gas Company ; and for | 
other purposes.” Newport (Isle of | 
Wight) Gas Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to | 
confer powers upon the Corporation | 
of the borough of Smethwick with respect | 
to tramways and to their electric lighting | 
and other undertakings ; to make further 
provision for the improvement and good | 


{21 June 1901} 


Younger, William 


government of the borough ; 
other purposes.” 


| tion Bill [Lords]. 
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Hon. George | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
(Cavan, East) | Sir Joseph Dimsdale and 
Sir William Hart Dyke. 


Petitions. 


and for 
Smethwick Corpora- 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
amend section four of the Central London 


| Railway Act, 1899, and to authorise the 


raising of further capital ; and for other 
purposes.” Central London Railway 


(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
to empower the mayor, aldermen, and 
burgesses of the city of Bristol to con- 
struct an additional dock and railways 
and other works ; to extend the city and 
county of Bristol; and for other pur- 
poses.” Bristol Corporation (Docks and 
Railways, etc.) Bill [Lords]. 


WORCESTER TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 


NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 


CORPORATION 
[Lords]. 


LONDON RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords]. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; and referred 

to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


SMETHWICK BILL 


CENTRAL 


PETITIONS. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 


Petition from Southborough, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petition from Newmarket Haigh Moor, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) 
LL. 
Petition from Hedworth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION BILL. 


Petitions for alteration, from Oldham ; 
Brighton and Preston; and Rochdale ; 
to lie upon the Table. 








Questions. 
FINANCE BILL. 


Petitions for alteration ; from Rother- 
ham Main; Wharncliffe Silkstone ; 
South Hiendley ; to lie upon the Table. 
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MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Newmarket Haigh Moor, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC WORSHIP REGULATION ACT 
(1874) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Sion College, against ; 


to lie upon the Table. 
CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petition from Dingwall, against estab- 
lishment ; to lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Llanddona, 
to lie upon the Table. 


in favour ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Abercrave ; 
Salford Priors ; Paddington ; Lewannick 
Kilkhampton ; Egloskerry ; 
Dudley ; Hackney ; Nottingham ; 
Cowes; Great Harwood; Redbourn ; 
and Kettering ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON 
BILL. 


Petitions against, from Walthamstow 
and Bath ; to lie upon the Table. 

Petition from Rhodesia, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


REPORTS, 


SAVINGS BANKS. 


Return presented, relative gen 
fordered 17th June; Mr. Mount] ; 
lie upon the Table, and to be on 


[No. 2 220.] 


RETURNS, ETC. 


TRUSTEE § 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 

[ordered 20th June ; Mr. Gerald Bal- 

four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 221.] 
LIGHTING 
10) BILL. 

relative thereto 


Mr. Gerald Bal- 


ELECTRIC 
ORDERS (No. 

Return presented, 
[ordered 20th June ; 
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| four] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 
and | 


sex, Ealing) : 


Calstock ; , 


ACCESSION | 


not make any inquiries. 


PROVISIONAL | 
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222. ] 


aan. 


QUESTIONS. 


| SOUTH AFRICA—BOER PRISONERS— 
INTERNMENT IN INDIA. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether the fort within which 
the Boer prisoners are kept at Ahmed- 

nagar is surrounded by a _ high-walled 
embankment which shuts out every 
breeze ; whether the huts are roofed 
with corrugated iron, and the tempera- 
ture noted at midnight inside the huts 
was several times over 100, and at times 
as much as 108 during the month of May; 
and whether steps can and will be taken 
to remove the Boer prisoners to a more 
healthy position. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middle- 
I have already stated that 
there is no intention of removing the 
Boer prisoners. I have no information 
as to the details referred to in the hon. 
Member’s question; but, as I stated 
yesterday in answer to the question of 
the hon. Member for East Clare, the 


_station is considered to be one of the 


healthiest and most agreeable in India. 


Mr. CHANNING: Will the noble 
Lord make inquiries as to the accuracy 
of the statements I have laid before him ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: No, I will 
The Governor 
of Bombay has visited the place, and he 
found the prisoners perfectly well satis- 
fied. The attacks made in this country 
on the salubrity of Ahmednagar are re- 
ceived with universal ridicule through- 
out India, 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg to give 
notice that I will call attention to the 
subject on the first opportunity. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): May I ask the noble Lord whether 
it is not absolutely the fact that the Army 
Medical Department has declared this 
| place, last year or the year before, to 
'be the most unhealthy station in India ! 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question has been answered. 
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1053 Questions. 
CAMPS OF CONCENTRATION. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can state 
the total number of children in the 
camps of concentration in South Africa, 
and how many of such children are now 
under instruction ; whether he is aware 
that the Bloemfontein camp contains 
about 2,000 children, while school accom- 
modation is only provided for 200 ; 
and whether the necessary steps will be 
taken as soon as practicable to provide all 
the children with school accommoda- 
tion. 


Tuk SECRETARY or STATE 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The total number of children in 
these camps was 34,112 at the end of 
May. No figures of the actual numbers 
attending school have been reported, but 
every effort is being made to provide 
ample school accommodation at all the 
camps. Schools have been started in 
most of the camps, being held either in a 
large room set apart in one of the iron 
and wood structures or marquee tents. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War whether any decision has yet been} *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


taken as to relaxing the rule under which 
all persons in the concentration camps 
in South Africa have been compulsorily 
detained in them, and how soon he 
expects to be able to publish the new 
regulations on this subject; and 


whether he will give orders that very | 
young children who cannot be properly | 


fed in the camps where they are now 
confined shall, with their mothers, be 
removed to camps in Cape Colony where 
nosimilar difficulty would exist. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
add to what I have already said on these 
subjects. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Does the 
right hon. Gentleman recollect that he 
told me about six weeks ago that in 
every one of these camps persons were 
free to come and go as they liked ? 

Mr. BRODRICK did not reply. 

Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gentle- | 
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FOR | 


I have nothing to | 
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Questions. 


‘floor of the House—that everyone was 
tree to come and go as they liked. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I said nothing of 
the kind. What I did say was that in 
respect to the particular camp in Cape 
Colony, so far as my information went, 
those who were there were free to come 
and go, but I warned hon. Gentlemen 
that if these questions were pressed on 
me when I had not full information I 
could only give such information as I 
was aware of. 


Mr. DILLON: This is a very serious 
matter, but I suppose I shall only be in 
order in giving notice that at the earliest 
possible moment I will call attention to 
the fact that the statement made by the 
right hon. Gentleman now is not correct, 
and that he did inform me some weeks 
ago that every person was free to come 
and go.f 

Mr. BRODRICK: I must say that 


the question was pressed on me, among 
several others, as a supplementary ques- 


ition, and I gave such information as I 
could on the spur of the moment. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Mr. 


Speaker—— 


Of 
any further questions notice must be 
given. The right hon. Gentleman, in 
answer to the question, said that he 
could add nothing to the information 
he had already given. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


question I wish to ask—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
have said that no further questions can 
be put without notice. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then 
I beg to give notice that I shall ask the 
right hon. gentleman at what date these 
unfortunate women and children will 
be released. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): On a 
point of order, Sir, I wish to ask what 


The 


authority the right hon. Gentleman 


a) 


| has—— Bo ed 


*Mr. SPEAKER: ‘Order, order! 





+ Refer to Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. 


man made the statement to me across the | xciii.,p. 930; also Vol. Ixxxix., p. 1021. 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has received a report from 


{COMMONS} 
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of the most suitable of these hard-con- 
ditioned horses. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am aware of the 


sales in question. The horses, however, 


the medical officer on the state of the| are not considered suitable for artillery 
health of the children in the Bloem- | services. 


fontein camp ; if so, what is the nature 
of the report ; and will the recommenda- 
tions it contains be acted upon. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The report in 
question has not reached me. 


NEGOTIATIONS WITH BOER LEADERS. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he will state 
when and by whom communications 
were made to the Boer leaders asking 
them to undertake the responsibility 


of feeding the women and children in | 


the denuded districts; whether they 
were accompanied by an assurance that 
the food supplies provided by the Boers 
for that purpose would not be taken 
away or destroyed by the British troops ; 


and whether he wil! lay on the Table | 


of the House the correspondence, if any, 
which passed on the subject. 

tert pr t*| alia 

Mr. BRODRICK: Information on 
some of these points will be found in the 
correspondence relating to farm-burning 
which I propose shortly to lay upon the 
Table of the House. 


ARMY REMOUNTS—TRAMWAY HORSES. 

CaptaIn NORTON (Newington W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the Cor- 
poration of Glasgow, in consequence of 
the adoption of electric traction on their 
tramways, are disposing of their stud 
of horses, numbering between 4,000 
and 5,000, which horses are being sold 
in batches, the last batch averaging £26 
per horse ; and whether, seeing that the 
average price of an artillery horse in 
this country is £42, and that up to 
the present time no attempt has been 
made by the remount department to 
secure any of these horses, nor any of 
the same class sold some time ago under 
similar circumstances by the Liverpool 


tramways companies, he will consider | i 
| South Africa to inquire what informa 


the advisability of now securing some 











CapTaIn NORTON : Are none of them 
suitable for remount purposes or any 
other military purpose ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I can add nothing 


to my answer. 


HORSE TRANSPORT—THE “ CERVONA.” 


CapTaIN NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it 
has been brought to his notice that 
during the voyage of the transport ship 
‘*Cervona”’ from New Orleans to the 
Cape the remount officer, contrary to 
the advice of the veterinary surgeon, 
threw 270 horses overboard in the 
belief that they were suffering from 
glanders, whereas when bad weather 
put a stop to this operation it was 
proved that the horses had only common 
colds ; and whether, seeing that this 
action represents a waste of £6,750, 
exclusive of the cost of freight, he will 
consider the advisability of appointing 
none but officers of the Army Veterinary 
Department to the Remount Depart- 
ment. }«.) 
oad ee big 
Mr. BRODRICK: My attention has 
been drawn to this matter, which is 
now under the consideration of the 
military authorities. 


ARMY CONTRACTS—SOUTH AFRICAN 
CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun: 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can now 
state approximately the total amount 
payable or paid to contractors in South 
Africa in connection with the war up 


to date. 


fx Mk. BRODRICK: As I have ex 
plained to the House on a_ previous 
occasion, this information can only be 
obtained by a very laborious process. 
A letter, however, was despatched to 
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tion could be readily obtained and | whether he is aware that Messrs. Kynoch, 


forwarded to the War Office. 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH 


MILITIA. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that when the 
Lewis section of the Seaforth Militia, 
numbering about 600 men, reached 
Kyle of Lochalsh last Tuesday night 


from Egypt, it was found that the. 
steamer ‘* Lovedale,” which had been | 
appointed to convey them to Stornoway, | 
could carry only 370 of the men, in con- | 


sequence of which the remaining 230 


Limited, are offering to supply to Volun- 
teer corps reliable ammunition for the 
service rifle at a lower price than that 
charged to Volunteer corps by the 
Government ; will he state whether the 
Order recently issued by the War Office, 
forbidding Volunteer corps to purchase 
ammunition from any other source than 
the Government, was made on the 
grounds that Messrs. Kynoch’s ammuni- 
tion is of inferior quality to that supplied 
by the Government; and, if not, for 
what reason Volunteer corps have ,been 
forbidden to avail themselves of, this 
| cheaper source of supply. 


were left at Kyle, where there are but few | 


houses and only limited accommodation, 
at the station to await the sailing of the 
“Clydesdale” on the following after- 
noon ; and, seeing that the ‘‘ Lovedale ”’ 
affords little protection from the weather 
for so large a number of men, and was 
unsuited for the conveyance of troops 
just returning from a hot climate on such 
anight as the 11th June, which was cold, 
wet, and stormy, will he state who is 
responsible for having neglected to pro- 
vide sufficient steamer accommodation 
to admit of the whole of these men pro- 


ceeding to Stornoway on the night of | 


their arrival at Kyle. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tate WAR OFFICE (Lord Sran.ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : Under ordi- 
nary circumstances the men would have 
found theirown way home after disem bodi- 
ment at Dingwall, but in deference to the 
desire of the local authorities for a public 
reception at Stornoway, arrangements 
were made with the agent of the High- 
land Railway Company to secure their 
transit by the ‘‘Clansman,” a vessel 
capable of conveying the whole 600 men. 
At the last moment, however, this vessel 
proved not available, and the ‘‘ Lovedale ” 
was substituted by the owner of the 
steamboats. Every effort was made by 
the local military authorities to secure 
further accommodation at once, but 
without success. No blame can be 
attached to the military authorities. 


AMMUNITION FOR VOLUNTEER 
CORPS—MESSRS. KYNOCH’S OFFER. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 


Mr. BRODRICK: I understand|that 
| Messrs. Kynoch have offered to sell a 
| Volunteer corps small-arm ammunition 
that has not passed the Government 
tests. No new Order has been issued on 
| the subject, but attention has been called 
to paragraph 2,035 of the King’s Regu- 
| lations, which lays down that, as serious 
| damage may be done to rifles by the use 
| of unsuitable ammunition, commanding 
officers are to forbid the troops under 
| their orders to use any ammunition, 
'whether ball, blank, or dummy, except 
that provided by the Government. 


Mr. NORMAN: But is that the fact 
that Messrs. Kynoch offered to sell their 
ammunition at £1 per 1,000 rounds less 
than it is supplied by the Government ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have informed 
the hon. Gentleman that it is understood 
the ammunition which they offered to 
sell was ammunition which had not 
passed the Government test. 


MILITIA DISEMBODIMENT. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): On behalf of the hon. Member 
for North Aberdeen, I beg to ‘ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state whether it is now intended to dis- 
embody any of the Militia battalions 
serving at home; if so, can he name 
them and give the dates of the intended 
disem bodiment. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No decision has yet 





been arrived at. 
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WHALE ISLAND BANDSMEN. |men in order to induce a snfficient 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- | number to join ? 


mouth) : I beg to ask the Seeretary to the 


Admiralty whether he is aware that | 


| 
| 


certain Army pensioners engaged in the | 


band at Whale Island only receive 
second class lodging allowance instead of 


the first class which was granted to them | : : : sep 
* 4 a | tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 


on joining, and is still enjoyed by the 


sioners ; and whether the Admiralty will 
consider the possibility of granting to 
these pensioners the maximum allow- 
ance. 

Tak SECRETARY To THE 
RALTY (Mr. Arnowp-Forster, Belfast, 


W.): The allowance referred to is not a 


lodging allowance, but compensation 


[ No answer was returned. | 


RUSSIA AND THIBET. 
Mr. NORMAN : I beg to ask the Seere- 


. | his attention has been called to the Em- 
remainder of the band who are not pen- | v r x fi 


bassy from the Dalai Lama of Thibet to 


| His Majesty the Emperor of Russia, 
| with the alleged object of soliciting the 


| protection 


ADML- | 


otf Russia against British 
encroachments; and whether His 
Majesty's Government has made, or 


| proposes to make, any communication 


in lieu of provisions, fuel, and lights. | 


On their first appointment in August, | 


1895, the rate of compensation paid to 
certain Army pensioners serving in the 


to the Russian Government upon this 


| subject. 
*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
‘STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


Whale Island band was Is. 6d. a day, the | 


amount granted to active service ratings. 
In the same year, however, it was decided 
that the allowance to these men should 
be made uniform with that granted to 
the whole of the other pensioners in 
reserve and stationary ships—namely, 
ls. Id. a day. 
effect on Ist September, 1895, and is now 
in force. 


STOKERS FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty if he is aware that owing to the 
insufficient number of stokers rating at 
Chatham, Portsmouth, and Devonport, 
many warships during the last six 
months while in the reserves have had to 
be content with barely more than one- 
third of their proper allowance of men 
for care and maintenance of machinery 
and double bottoms, and what steps 
he proposes to take for increasing the 
allowance. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is 
undoubtedly the fact that, owing to the 
large number of ships at present in 
commission, the number of stokers 
available is inadequate. — In order to meet 
the deficiency 500 additional stokers are 
being entered during the present year. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is there any 


intention of increasing the pay of the 


This arrangement took | 


(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester) : It has 
been recently reported in the Russian 
press that a special mission from Thibet, 
consisting of seven persons, headed by 
the Lama Daroshiyeff, was on its way 
to St. Petersburg, but His Majesty’s 
Government have received no confirma- 
tion of this statement. 


SALE OF WINE FROM THE ROYAL 
CELLARS. 


Mr. M‘DERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.): I 


| beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 





chequer if the wine from the Royal 
cellars, advertised to be sold on Monday 
next as duty paid, has paid duty ; and, 
if not, whether duty will be now charged 
to the purchaser. 


CHANCELLOR oF tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Bracu, 
Bristol, W.): It has been arranged 
some time since that the duty on the 
wine in question will be paid out of the 
proceeds of sale, and not by the purchaser. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that the catalogues which have been 
extensively circulated state that the duty 
is paid. Is not that a false description ? 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Not if it is to 
be paid out of the proceeds of the sale. 


THE 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: But it is 


not paid. 
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COAL DUTY. 


*Mr. PLUMMER (Neweastle-on-Tyne) : | 
{ beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- | 


chequer whether he can state when and 
under what circumstances the tax 
already paid upon coal shipped for export 
under contracts made before 19th April, 
1901, which have since been duly filed 


and returned by the Customs authorities, | 


will be refunded. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Thed uty 


already paid upon coal shipped for export | 


under any pre-Budget contracts which 
may be accepted and registered by the | 


Board of Customs will be refunded by | 


them upon verification of the shipments | 
under the contracts. 


*Mr. PLUMMER: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
in view of the fact that the person respon- 


sible for placing the coal f.o.b. is, upon the | 


Tyne, usually not the person who enters 
the coal for shipment, he can state who, 
under these circumstances, is responsible 
for paying the export duty. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The person 
who enters the coal for shipment is the 
person to whom the Board of Customs 
look for payment of the export duty. 
—RETURN of 


MERCANTILE MARINE 


SEAMEN, 

*SirnCHARLES DILKE (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) : 
dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
Return of the number, ages, and ratings 
of seamen, in continuation of Command 
Paper 8579 of 1897, which was to be 
postponed for the Census, can now be 
given. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF | 


TRADE (Mr. Greratp Baxtrour, Leeds, 
Central): The Return asked for is in 
course of preparation, but it will not be 
ready for presentation for some time. 
The figures are 
lists of vessels, many of which were absent 
from the United Kingdom on Census day 
and some of which will not return for 
some months. 


MERCANTILE MARINE—OFFICERS’ 
CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


{21 June 1901} 


I beg to ask the Presi- | 


taken from the inward | 
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| Trade whether foreign merchant officers’ 

certificates are accepted as the same 
as British certificates for officers in 
| British ships. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir ; 
certificates required under the Merchant 
Shipping Act to be held by officers of 
British ships must, in all cases, be British 
| certificates. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can 
the right hon. Gentleman give me any 
information as to the number of certi- 
| ficated officers ordinarily carried on 
| ships of various tonnages ? 


| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Every 

| British foreign-going merchant ship and 
every passenger ship of 100 tons and 
over is bound to carry at least one certi- 
ficated officer besides the master. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
large vessels—ships of over 2,000 tons— 
are not required to carry more than one 
mate with the captain ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR; There is 
no legal requirement of that kind. The 
legal requirements are set forth in 
| Section 92 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894. 


SEA FISH CULTURE. 

Mr. LAYLAND-BARRATT (Devon- 
shire, Torquay): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade if he proposes 
to appoint a Committee to inquire into 
'the whole question of sea fish culture ; 
and, if so, what form the Committee will 
take, what the terms of reference to the 
Comunittee will be, and if the Committee 
will hold local sittings to collect informa- 
tion in the principal centres of the fishing 
industry. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I propose 
to appoint a Departmental Committee 
‘to inquire and report as to the best 
means by which the State or local author- 
ities can assist scientific research as ap- 
| plied to problems affecting the fisheries 
of Great Britain and Ireland, and in 
| particular whether the object in view 


I beg | could best be attained by the creation of 


to ask the President of the Board of | one central body or department, acting 
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for England, Scotland, and Ireland, or 
by means of separate departments or 
agencies in each of the three countries.” 
It will be for the Committee to determine 
the manner in which their inquiries will 
be conducted. 


COMMERCIAL INTELLIGENCE 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade, having regard to the fact that 
some time since a Commercial Intelligence 
Committee was appointed in connection 
with the Foreign Office representing 
Government departments fand com- 
mercial interests, whether he can give 
the names and composition of that Com- 
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QUEEN’S HALL MEETING OF 
OPPONENTS OF THE WAR 

Sm JOHN STIRLING-MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can state what numbers 
of police were employed at the meeting 
held in favour of the Boer cause at the 
Queen’s Hall on Wednesday last, in the 
hall itself and in the approaches to it ; 
and will he state what numbers are 
usually employed at other political meet- 
ings in the same hall, and what extra 
expense has been entailed on the rate- 
payers or taxpayers of the country. 


The following question also appeared 
on the Paper :— 








mittee, and state what duties it performs, 
how often it meets, and when the last 
meeting was held; and whether any 
Report or recommendations have been 
issued relative to the commercial interests 
of the country. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Com- 
mittee consists at present of two repre- 
sentatives of the Board of Trade, one 


Mr. MALCOLM § (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he 

will state the number of extra police em- 
| ployed to maintain order in connection 
| with the recent meeting on 19th June at 
the Queen’s Hall; whether the con- 
stables thus employed were withdrawn 
from their ordinary duties or leisure for 
| the occasion; whether any parts of London 








were thereby deprived of their normal 
and India Offices respectively, two repre- | police protection ; whether the cost of 
sentatives of the Imperial Institute, and | such extra protection will now and in the 
seven representatives of the commercial | future be paid by the promoters of meet- 
community appointed on the recommen- | ings ; and whether he will consider the 
dation of the Associated Chambers of | advisability of prohibiting similar meet- 
Commerce. Some representatives of | ings as calculated to cause a breach of the 
colonial commerce are about to be added. | peace. 
I shall be happy to show a list of names | “DP (WN 

appy | Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
Cesk eels serenade edger | Before the question is answered I wish to 

4 ° 1 . 8 Ss answere ris 
Member if he so desires. The duties of | POPC “Ee 4 "heap 
. ; : call attention to the expression in the 
the Committee are to supervise generally eee : ; : ' 
“| question, “the meeting held in favour o 


the collection and diffusion of commer- | the B an cel io nal eelhailaenelle 
a " : oof sause,” and to ask whethe 
cial information through the Commercial | 7° et a ©, 55 aan anal alia 
. , pry Is . oversial matter, ¢ ye 
Intelligence Branchof the Board of Trade, | 8 20% ConMoversia 


and to advise the Board on any matters | therefore such an expression Is In order. 
that may be referred to it. The Com- | *Mr. SPEAKER: It is desirable to ex- 
mittee has met four times during the} ¢lude controversial matter from ques- 
past year, the last meeting having been | tions, but I presume that this is an 
on April 30th. The Committee being | secount given by the hon. Member, who 
an advisory one, it is not the practice to | youches for the description himself 


publish its Reports and’recommendations, 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: I was chairman 


representative of the Foreign, Colonial, | 





but | may mention that among the sub- | 


jects which have recently been under its 
consideration have been the probable 
effect on British trade of the forthcoming 
revision of the German tariff and the 


improvement in the methods of obtaining | 


commercial information with regard to 
the colonies. 


| 


at the meeting, and I entirely deny the 
‘accuracy of the statement. The meet- 
‘ing was held against the Government 
| sitting on that bench. 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: It is very difficult 


| to draw the line exactly as to whether 4 
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phrase in a question is controversial or | 


merely descriptive. If my attention had 
been called to it, I think I should have 
suggested a less controversial form. 


Sir JOHN STIRLING-MAXWELL : 
I should like to say that I had no wish 
to put this question in a controversial 


form, and the form in which it was put | 


arose simply from my having read the 
resolutions passed by the meeting. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuip, 
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Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): May I ask whether it is not the 
fact that the policy of allowing extrava- 
gant opinions to be expressed in perfect 
freedom is the best means of bringing 
those opinions into contempt ? 


Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
question does not arise out of the answer. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Arising 


| out of the answer of the Home Secretary, 


may I ask him whether on the next 
occasion that extra police are required~-— 


Croydon): In answer to these two/| 


questions, I have to say that, in accord- 
ance with the invariable practice in the 


case of meetings of a political nature, | 


there were no police employed inside 
the Queen’s Hall. The total number of 
police employed in the course of the 


evening in the vicinity of the hall in| 


consequence of the meeting was 357. 
So far as I am aware, there have been no 
political meetings there before with which 
a comparison can be made. Promoters 
of meetings are never asked to pay any- 
thing in connection with the employ- 
ment of extra police for the purpose of 
keeping order in the streets, but on this 
occasion no extra expense was incurred. 
Whenever an abnormal number of 
people are likely to assemble, extra police 
must necessarily be present, and neces- 
sarily also these extra police are with- 
drawn from their ordinary duties and 
leisure for the occasion. It is not in my 


power to prohibit meetings in private | 


buildings. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: May 


I ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
the presence of the extra police was in 
any way due to the incitements which 
appeared in various London newspapers 


| years, 


for several days in connection with this | 


meeting, also by way of handbills circu- 
lated on the Stock Exchange and 


anonymous placards published in the | 
ithe rector and the assistant curate by 


press ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir. I am not 
aware that the presence of the police was 
due to any such cause. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Whether 
he will draw them from County Mayo, 
where they are not required ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
asks an irregular question and I call him 
to order, it is not usual to disregard my 
ruling. It is highly disrespectful, and 
contrary to the rules of the House. 


CITY CHARITIES—S?T. GEORGE, 
BOTOLPH LANE. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) : I° beg 
to ask the hon. Member for the Tun- 
bridge Division of Kent, as representing 
the Charity Commissioners, if he can 
state whether the sum of £60 per annum 
allotted by the Charity Commissioners 
for the payment of an assistant curate 
in the parish of St. George, Botolph Lane, 
has been paid during the past seven 
or during what period since 
services have been discontinued in the 
said church of St. George, Botolph Lane, 
and St. Botolph, Billingsgate; and if, 
as set forth in the scheme now lying upon 
the Table of this House for the union of 
benefices of the said parishes of St. 
George, Botolph Lane, and St. Mary-at- 
Hill, the said sum continues payable ; 
and whether he can give the names of 


1 


'whom the allotted stipend has been 


It was known | 


that in all probability a great amount of | 


feeling would be displayed, and that a 
large crowd would collect, and it is the 
duty of the police in these circumstances 
to keep order in the streets. 


received. 


Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN : The 
annual sum of £60 was assigned to Canon 
MacColl during his tenure of office as 
rector of St. George, Botolph Lane, for 
the payment of a curate under a c'ause 
| (48) of the central scheme for the City 
| 
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parochial charities, which deals with 
ecclesiastical vested interests and pay- 
ments. This payment has been made 
for the last seven years, during which 
period the services have been discon- 
tinued in the church of St. George. In 
the event of the union of the benefices of 
St. George, Botolph Lane, and St. Mary- 
at-Hill, and the appointment as incum- 
bent of the united parishes of some other 
person than the present rector of St. 
George, the payment in question would 
fall into the residue of the City Church 
Fund, and become applicable by the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners. The Com- 
missioners are without information as to 
the name of the assistant curate by whom 
the payment has been received. 


Questions. 


MALLAIG MAILS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether any agreement 
has yet been arrived at with the North 
British Railway Company in regard to 
the conveyance of mails over the new 
railway between Fort William and 
Mallaig ; and, if not, will he explain the 
cause of the delay and state the terms of 
the proposed contract. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER (Fulham) (for 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN): An agree- 
ment has not yet been arrived at with 
the North British Railway Company in 
regard to the conveyance of mails over 
the new railway between Fort William 
and Mallaig, the company being un- 
willing to accept the terms offered. 
Negotiations are proceeding. The failure 
to come to an agreement has not, how- 
ever, prevented the Postmaster General 
from making use of the line so far as it 
- has been found advantageous to do so. 


POST OFFICES SAVINGS BANK—RURAL 
POST OFFICES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he will state whether. 
with a view to the encouragement of 
thrift in rural districts, he will consider 
the advisability of arranging for the 


transaction of savings bank business at 


all rural sub-post offices serving a popu- 
lation of 200 and upwards on at least one 


day a week, preferably Saturday ; and, | 


having regard to the fact that postal 
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orders cannot be cashed at a large pro- 
portion of the sub-post offices in the rural 
| districts, will instructions be given for 
these orders to be cashed on the day 
selected for savings bank business. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER (for Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN): The restriction 
of savings bank or postal order business 
at small post offices to one day a week 
would not reduce the cost of administra- 
'tion or the difficulty of finding suitable 
| persons to do the work, which are the 
| grounds on which the present limitation 
'in the number of offices doing such 
business is based. The Postmaster 
General is, however, usually ready to 
extend savings bank and postal order 
| business to any post office under a 
guarantee for the necessary expenses. 

4 

HOUSE TO HOUSE DELIVERY OF 

LETTERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he will state whether 
the house to house delivery of letters, 
authorised by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in his Budget for 1897, is 
now effected throughout England, Scot- 
land, and Ireland; and will he state, 
approximately, the number of letters 
per annum estimated to have been thus 
brought into the official delivery ; and 
which, under the arrangements existing 
prior to 1897, would have been left at 
post offices or places of call. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER (for Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN): The house to 
house delivery of letters is now effected 
throughout England, and _ practically 
throughout Scoltand and Ireland as well. 
| There are a few places in the two latter 
countries at which it has not yet been 
possible to afford a delivery, but steps 
‘are being taken to provide a service in 
all cases where it is practicable to do so. 
From May, 1897, up to the end of Sep- 
tember, 1900, it is estimated that about 


| 57 millions of letters a year had been 


brought into the official delivery, and 

since that time it has not been considered 

necessary to keep special records. 

PUBLIC HOLIDAYS IN POST 
OFFICE. 

Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): I 


beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


THE 
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as representing the Postmaster General,{ REGISTRATION OF TEACHERS. 
whether he can state why certain sections!) Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): I beg 
of the Post Office employees received to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
a holiday on 24th May, 1901, while | mittee of Council on Education whether 
others did not have one ; whether over- | the Consultative Committee have framed 
time was worked subsequently in order Regulations for the registration of 
to perform the work that would other- | teachers ; and, if so, at what date an 
wise have been done on 24th May ; and | Order in Council dealing with the ques- 
whether steps can be taken to provide tion will be laid upon the Table of the 
that in future when a holiday to civil House. 
servants is granted it shall be given to 
the more poorly paid members of the) Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
staff as well as the major establishment BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
of the Post Office. 'Cambridge University): Yes; the 
'matter is now under the consideration 
Mr. HAYES FISHER (for Mr. | of the Board of Education. 
AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN): Only those | 
employees who could be spared from | PRET ON 
their duties without inconvenience to the | COCKERTON JUDGMENT. 
public service received a holiday on the|. Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
24th May last, and on the corresponding | I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
day in previous years. It is probable | Committee of Council on Education, in 
that in some cases overtime was worked | view of his suggestion* that the school 
subsequently in order to perform work | boards should arrange with the local 
that would otherwise have been done} municipal authorities for the continu- 
on that day. It has never been possible | ance of their evening school work, rate 
to grant a holiday on the occasion in expenditures upon which have now been 
question to those of the operative staff declared illegal, whether his attention 
whose attendance is required on that day, | has been called to the fact that, of the 
and it is not practicable to make any | two funds at the disposal of these local 
authorities, the first, the whisky money, 
is practically all absorbed for purposes of 
LONDON TELEGRAPH CLERKs—MEAL t@chnical instruction, and the second, 
RELIEFS. _the penny rate leviable under the Techni- 
Mr. HAY: I beg to ask the Secretary - orm — @ en = — i 
to the Treasury, as representing the “seoren enenpanoe on saber oe ne 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware “a rage oe and, erie ie 
that telegraph clerks in London em- under the Technical Instruction Acts 
ployed on evening duties from 3 p.m. the municipal councils are debarred from 
toll p.m. and 4 p.m. to midnight do not | arn Sion Santee: of ees, — 
receive a meal relief, being employed a Sevens, ie: te: aes and 
upon telegraph duties without  inter- standard subjects of the W hitehall Code 
mission, and whether, seeing that seven out of the rate fund at their disposal, 
months have elapsed a ie Wake whether he can suggest any other course 
master General promised to consider for relieving school boards of their 
the advisability of altering the arrange- present disability. 
Pe SR Seawree eel sary ty give. Sim J. GORST: The question and 
Mr. HAYES FISHER (for Mr. "answer referred to by the hon. Member 
AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN): The Postmaster | ers ™ cae an p ore viaguriclagae 
General has sanctioned meal reliefs on cn Senies Cea of Emote, tinea 
i Gilles Ohba be, Beeiber yet expended no part of the rate under 
refers, and arrangements will be com- seen — oo one | at 
menced as scon as practicable for this “age — penegiaathoniairsessiant is — 
purpose. Some little time must, how sa apc ~ ——— 7 —_— 
ever, elapse hefore full effect can he given + trial pursuits, and not to reading, writing, 
to the decision. “*See page 909.” 


change in that respect. 


{ 
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and arithmetic, though I must not be | 


understood to accept the construction 
which the hon. Member puts upon the 
Technical Instruction Acts. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he is of 
opinion that money raised under the 
Technical Instruction Acts can be used 
in the maintenance of the instruction in 
the obligatory and standard subjects of 
the Whitehall Code ? 


Sir J. GORST: No; it is no part of 
my duty or that of the Board of Educa- 
tion to interpret Acts of Parliament. 


WELSH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether Sub-section (2) of 
Clause 6 in the Education Bill, intro- 
duced by the Government this session, 
would enable an urban district council 
in Wales or Monmouthshire under any 
conditions to claim from the education 
authority any share in the management 
or control of a county school (situated 
within such urban district) established 
under the Welsh Intermediate Education 
Act of 1889. 


Sir J. GORST: I should think that 
no such claim could be substantiated 
under Clause 6 (2) against the will of the 
education authority, but the point shall 
be considered when the Bill is in Com- 
mittee. 


BRECHIN INTIMIDATION CASE. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether his 
attention has been called to the sentence 
of thirty days imprisonment without the 
alternative of a fine imposed upon James 
Bean at Brechin on the 31st May for the 
offence of intimidation; whether he is 
aware that nothing was proved against 
the prisoner beyond the use of oppro- 
brious epithets directed to certain men 
who had refused to join in a local strike 
and whether, under the circumstances, 


the Secretary for Scotland can see his, 


way to recommend a remission of the 
remaining portion of the man’s sentence. 


{COMMONS} 
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*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A, 
'GraHaAM Murray, Buteshire): I have 


already stated in reply to the hon. Member 
for Merthyr Tydvil that the Secretary 
for Scotland sees no reason for advising 
any remission in this case. This de- 
cision was reached after a careful con- 
sideration of the circumstances of the 
case, and the Secretary for Scotland 
cannot depart from it. 


AFFORESTRY IN IRELAND. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the proceedings of the Cork 
County Council, on the 13th instant, 
in connection with the subject of tree 
planting ; and whether, in view of the 
want of timber in many parts of Ireland, 
the Government will introduce a short 
Bill giving county councils power to 
compulsorily acquire waste lands for 


'the purpose of re-afforesting, or in the 


give facilities to private 


Bills in this direction. 


alternative 
Member’s 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
Department of Agriculture is advised 
that county councils are empowered 
under Section 19, Sub-section 5, of the 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
Act, 1899, to borrow money for the 
purchase of land for tree planting, the 
consent of the Local Government Board 
being first obtained. The reply to the 
last part of the question is in the negative. 


NEW RULES ON IRISH INTER- 
MEDIATE EDUCATION. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
whether he can state what 
percentage of pupils who successfully 
pass through the junior grade of inter- 
mediate education in Ireland succeed 
in subsequently passing the senior 
grade ; and what opportunity members 
of this House will be afforded for dis- 
cussing the new rules brought forward 
by the Commissioners of Intermediate 
Education. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: For the last three 
years 7 per cent., approximately, of 
students who passed in the junior 
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grade succeeded in passing in the senior | to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
grade. It may be stated that but a | whether he is aware that, in October, 
mall percentage of successful junior | 1899, the Urban Council of Templemore, 
grade students proceed to the senior | by a majority, decided to bring in a water 
grade. _ supply poneareadtien hanes 680m of jos 
a | present source having been pronouncec 

Mr. FLYNN: And when are we to| unfit for human use > Sir C! Cameron ; 
have an opportunity of discussing the | that engineers were appointed, and 


new rule 2 | plans, etc., drawn; that the military 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That depends on | authorities have complained of the 


the arrangement of the business of the | insufficient and impure water ; and that 
House | the Local Government Board have been 


‘for years urging the necessity for a 
MARLBOROUGH STREET, DUBLIN, | better and more satisfactory supply ; and 
TRAINING COLLEGE. | seeing that the urban council instructed 
Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, §S.): 1) their solicitor nearly two years ago to 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | take the necessary steps for obtaining 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | 2 Provisional Order for this purpose, 
his attention has been called to the fact | will he explain why an inquiry was not 
that the position of principal of the male | held and the wishes of the local public 
department in the Marlborough Street | representatives acceded to. 
Training College is now vacant; is he | kiai 7 
aware that the Commissioners of National| Mr. W YNDHAM Ss The facts are 
Education, on the inception of the generally stated in this question. The 
scheme of the Chief Secretary to the Local Government Board is not aware 
Lord Lieutenant in 1890, made a rule why the solicitor to the council has 
that from that date appointments would | not lodged a petition for a Provisional 
be made to the college with due regard Order with the Board. No steps can 
to the various denominations attend-| be taken by the Board inthe absence of 
ing it; and seeing that this rule was such a petition, or of a formal complaint 
sanctioned by the Lord Lieutenant, made under the 15th section of the 
will he state whether it is to be acted | Public Health Act, 1896. 
upon in making the new appointment 
to the principalship ; and if no regard gprqgpanT SHARKEY, ROYAL IRISH 


is to be had to religious denomination, CONSTABULARY. 
oa sore corn ee ee *Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.): 
ee ee 'I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The principal of | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten- 
the Department referred to resigns | tion has been called to a case of assault 
from the 31st August next. In April,| heard recently at Dundrum _ Petty 
1891, the Commissioners made an_| Sessions, in which Sergeant Sharkey, 
order providing that in respect to all! Royal Irish Constabulary, was charged 
future appointments to this college the | with having assaulted and kicked a blind 
appointments shall be made, as far as | boy named Martin ; whether he isaware 
practicable, with due regard to the| that the chairman announced that an 








relative number of students in training | assault had been committed, but that in 
of the several religious denominations, | view of the long service of the defendant 
80 as to provide that each denomination they would not inflict any punishment, 
shall be represented in due proportion! but would dismiss the case with a 
on the staff of the training college. | caution; and will he state whether long 
This order does not appear to have been | service in the police force secures 
submitted to the Lord Lieutenant for | immunity from punishment for such an 
sanction. The Commissioners have not | assault, and whether the police authori- 
yet considered the question of appointing | ties intend to take any action in the 
a successor to the principal. | matter. 


TEMPLEMORE WATER SUPPLY. | Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are 


Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, | correctly stated in the first and second 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary paragraphs. I cannot criticise the action 
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of magistrates in the exercise of their 
judicial functions. The conduct of the 
sergeant, from a disciplinary point of 
view, is now under the consideration of 
the Inspector General. 


MR. P. T. WALSH, J.P. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has any official information to the | 
effect that the Mr. P. T. Walsh, recently | 
elected chairman of county Waterford, | 
is the same person who was recently a! 
defendant in a United Irish League | 
conspiracy case, and whether it is the | 
intention of the Lord Chancellor to} 
sanction his appointment as a justice of | 


the peace. 


{COMMONS} 
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distr:ct, and how often he has attended 
the petty sessions in Swanlinbar during 
the past two years. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: The petty sessions 
'at Swanlinbar are held on the same 
date as those at Belleck. Mr. Bull, the 
resident magistrate of the district, has 
attended all the sessions at Belleek 
| during the past two years. No incon- 
venience appears to have been caused 
to the public by his absence from the 
Swanlinbar Petty Sessions, but the ques- 
tion of a revision of the existing arrange- 
ments is under consideration. 


CORK GASWORKERS’ STRIKE. 
Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


‘Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 


Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.):) 
Is it a fact that Mr. Walsh was not con- 
victed, although forty-three jurors were 
ordered to stand aside, and is it not also 
the fact that the majority of those on 
the bench which returned him for trial 
were aga‘nst so doing ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask for 
notice as to that. As to the question 
on the Paper, the reply to the first query 
is in the affirmative. Proceedings are 
pending against Mr. Wa!sh at the ap- 
proaching summer assizes, and this} 
being so, the question of his retention 
on the Commission of the Peace cannot 
be determined by the Lord Chancel!or 
until after the trial. 


Mr. P. J. POWER: But is it not the 
fact that the jury disagreed, although 
forty-three were ordered to stand aside ? 


attention has been called to the inter- 
ference of Police-sergeant Williams, of 
Cork, in the strike now existing in that 


city; whether he is aware that this 


action of Sergeant Williams is resented 
by the Cork United Trades’ Association 
and the Gasworkers’ Society, and 
whether, in the event of Sergeant Wil- 
liams having exceeded his duty, he will 
be warned not to interfere again in this 
dispute between employers and employed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has communicated to me a copy of a 
statement containing a report of an 
alleged conversation between a man 
named Cronin, lately employed in the 
gasworks, and Sergeant Williams, to 
the effect suggested in the question. 
The sergeant emphatically denies that 
he used the language attributed to him 
by Cronin—who, I may observe, was 


convicted of intimidation arising out of 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They did disagree. 
CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 


not Mr. Walsh one of the most highly 
respected gentlemen in—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


SWANLINBAR RESIDENT MAGISTRATE, 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
L’eutenant of Ire'and whether he will | 
state who is the resident magistrate in | 
charge of Swanlinbar petty ee 


| the strike, on the 15th instant. 


BELFAST DISTURBANCES. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state if the owners of the building in 
Belfast on which the street preacher 


| Trew delivered the speeches inciting to 
| Tiot requested the Government to pre- 


vent these speeches being delivered. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I presume the 
hon. Member refers to the steps of the 
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Custom House in Belfast, from which | 
many of these speeches have been de- 
livered. The control of this building | 
is vested in the Board of Works, and 
the steps have also been used for many 
years as a platform by persons repre- 
senting various sects and religious de- | 
The expediency of en-| 


Questions, 


nominations. 


closing the steps so as to exclude the) 
| per cent. 


publi¢ is doubtful. 


Have these steps | 
Roman Catholic | 


Dr. AMBROSE: 
ever been used by 
preachers ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) was putting a question about 
the Dublin Custom House steps when 
he was stopped by the Speaker. 


WEXFORD LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
INQUIRY. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): 1 beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he is aware that the Local Government 
Board for Ireland have refused to give 
the Wexford County Council a copy of 
the report of their representative who 
conducted the recent inquiry at Wexford 


into the question of the salaries of the | 


county and district surveyors, and if he 


E 1901} Questions. 1078 


|contrary to invariable practice to lay 
‘them upon the Table. The decision 
of the Board was based on the evidence 
given at the inquiry and on Section 
115 (18) of the Local Government Act 
of 1898. The officials did not admit 
they had no increase of duties ; on the 
contrary, the surveyor stated, on oath, 
that his duties had increased over 70 
The other officers also gave 
| particulars of their increased duties, and 
no rebutting evidence was offered on 
behalf of the county council. The 
| difference between the salaries now 
| fixed and those originally fixed is £26. 


ATTACK ON A CLERGYMAN, CO. 
DUBLIN. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten 
‘tion has been called to the assault, by 
three young men on the evening of 
Sunday, the 2nd June, upon the Rev. 
Nevin Bradshaw as he was returning 
from Kill o’ Grange Church, whether 
he is aware that Mr. Bradshaw, after 
being insulted, was knocked down by 
a blow, for which assault the accused 
were sentenced to fines with the alter- 
native of terms of imprisonment, and 
whether he will take steps to protect 
Mr. Bradshaw from such treatment in 
| future. 


will lay that report upon the Table of | 


the House ; 
Local Government Board have refused 


to give any reasons for their increase of | 
the salaries of the officials in question ; | 


and if, in view of the fact that these | 
officials admitted at the inquiry that 
they had no increase of duties under 
the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 


he can explain how the salary of the) 
county surveyor has been raised from | 
and the salaries of the | 
three deputy surveyors frem £240 to! 


£650 to £846, 


£428 ; and if he will give the difference, 
respectively, between the salaries now 


fixed by the Local Government Board | 
and those previously fixed by the Local | 
Government Board and declared by the 


Court of Appeal to be illegal. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reports made | 
by the inspectors of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in such matters are con- 
fidential documents and it would be 


if he is also aware that the | 


The facts are, 
The assault was 
men under the 


and the evidence 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
generally, as stated. 
committed by three 
influence of liquor, 
|showed that their misconduct was 
| attributable to that cause. There is no 
'reason to apprehend that the reverend 
gentleman will be further molested. 


LIMERICK COUNTY COUNCIL 
MEETINGS. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
recommend the Local Government 
Board’ for Ireland to empower the 
Limerick County Council and district 
‘councils to hold their proposal meetings, 
in connection with the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1898, half-yearly instead of 
quarterly, which would save them 
expense and otherwise facilitate matters 
i 
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for them, and which would be in accord- | 
ance with the wishes of the county and | 
district councils as well as of the Finance | 
Committee, as expressed by resolutions | 
of those bodies; or whether he will | 
recommend the purport of such resolu- | 
tions to be embodied in the amended 
Local Government Act, as, according 
to Order in Council, at present under 
consideration. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Under the Appli- 
cation of Enactments Order, 1898, the 
county and district council are bound 
to hold four quarterly meetings every 
year for the transaction of general 
business. This provision of the Enact- 
ments Order could not be amended by 
the Procedure Order now before Parlia- 
ment. The Local Government Board 
has not received any representations 
which would lead them to believe that 
the course indicated in the question 
would meet with the approval of county 
and district councils generally. 


Business of 


FERMOY AND CORK DIRECT RAILWAY. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether he is now 
in a position to state, as the result of 
his communications with the Irish 
Government and the Fishguard and, 
Rosslare Company, when the works for 
the construction of the Fermoy and 
Cork Direct Railway will be commenced. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER (for Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN): The Treasury 
is in communication with the company 
and the Irish Government on this sub- 
ject, but I regret that it is not yet possible 
to make any statement upon the subject. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON IRISH 
UNIVERSITY EDUCATION. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the sittings of the Royal Com- 
mission on University Education will be 
held in Ireland ; whether the Secretary | 
to the Commission has been appointed 
by the Commissioners or by the Govern- 


ment, and whether he can give his| 
| 


{COMMONS} 


the House. 1080 


E.): The Royal Commission will, of 
course, determine for itself the places 
at which it will hold its inquiry. I have, 
for reasons well known, taken pains to 
make the majority of the Commission 
residents on this side of St. George's 
Channel, being persons engaged in the 
work of higher education. Under these 
circumstances it is inevitable that, many 
of these gentlemen being busy men, 


especially at certain times of the year, 


regard will have to be paid to that fact 
in relation to the meetings of the Com 
mission. In regard to the last part of 
the question, no name has been fixed 
upon at present. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he can state 
which will be the Government Orders 
that will be placed at the head of the list 
on Wednesday next, and in what order 
they will stand. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
brought with me the extract of my 
speech in which I informed the House 
what would be the course of business on 
this Wednesday, but I think I made it 
explicit that after the first two Orders 
of the day, which were respectively the 
motion to send the Sale of Liquor to 


/Children Bill and the Pure Beer Bill 


to the Grand Committee, the rest of the 
day would be devoted to Private Mem- 
bers’ Bills, taken in the order in which 
they would have been taken had there 
been no interference with the usual 
course of business. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs): What will be the 


business next week ?% 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Finance 
Bill will be proceeded with day by day 
next week, but the arrangements an- 
nounced for Wednesday will be adhered 
to, and Irish votes in Supply taken on 
Friday. 


Dr. MACNAMARA : When does the 


name. ‘right hon. Gentleman propose to pro- 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLtrour, Manchester, | 


ceed with the Education Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I cannot say. 
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TOOK THE OATH. 


One other Member took and _ sub- 
scribed the Oath. 
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LARCENY BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments, from 
the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 223.] 


Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing 
Committee to be printed. [No. 223.] 


Bill, as amended (by the Standing 
Committee), to be considered upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
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SUPPLY [l2rH Attorren Day’. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Me J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
| rith) in the Chair. ] 


| 


|  Civit Servick Estimates, 1901-2. 


| Class LV. 


| 1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
| posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
| £713,881 be granted to His Majesty, to 
| complete the sum necessary to defray 
_the Charge which will come in course of 
| payment during the year ending on the 
| 31st day of March, 1902, for Public 
| Education in Scotland, and for Science 
'and Art in Scotland, including a Grant 
| in-Aid.”’ 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com | 


mittee of Selection ; That they had dis- | 


charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures :—Sir Walter Thorburn 
and Mr. John Redmond (added in respect 
of the Factory and Workshop Acts 
Amendment and the Factory and Work- 
shop Acts Consolidation Bills), and had 
appointed in substitution Mr. Ark- 
wright and Mr. William Redmond. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, , 


“ An Act to amend the Law with respect 
to Drunkenness.”  Drunkards Bill 
[Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to alter 


the qualifications of Licensing Authori- | 


ties and the time of holding Licensing 
Sessions.” Licensing Bill [Lords] 


SOLICITORS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 


printed. [Bill 223.] 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 224.] 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): When 
‘this Vote was before the House about 
six weeks ago we were discussing the 
question of training colleges. I believe 
that the motion for a_ reduction 
which was then made by my hon. friend 
the Member for North-West Lanark has 
lapsed. If that is so, I propose to renew 
the motion of my hon. friend, not, of 
course, with any intention of taking a 
division, but with a view to confining the 
discussion for a short time to the subject 
then raised. My hon. friend brought 
forward a question with regard to train- 
ing colleges which is one of great import- 
ance. Since he did so, there has 
‘occurred an event which I think will be 
memorable in the history of Scottish 
education. I mean the gift, by a muni- 
ficent benefactor, of an enormous sum 
of money for the benefit of Scottish 
universities. I should like to be per- 
mitted to join in the tribute which has 
been paid on different occasions to the 
public spirit and generosity which has 
been displayed by Mr. Andrew Carnegie. 
It is not irrelevant to do so here, because 
I believe Mr. Carnegie’s gift has a most 
important bearing upon the question 
we are discussing. I would pay this 
tribute not only to Mr. Carnegie’s 
generosity, but also to the care and 
thought which he has devoted to the 
| question, because he has shown other 
‘qualities almost as admirable and un- 
‘common as his generosity itself. He 
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has shown a singular wish to obtain and | colleges. They wish these institutions 
to profit by all the counsel that could be | to be strictly and wholly denominational, 


given him as to the best way to apply the 


fund : he has shown a resolution to omit 


no precaution that could possibly be 
taken to render that fund effective for 
good and to prevent it being in any way 


misapplied ; above all he has shown a 


wise foresight and sense of the possibility 
of change of circumstances in the future 
which have caused him to vest in his 
trustees very wide powers of varying 


| In 1898 they had, I believe, only eight of 
_ their students in attendance at University 
-courses. That is not at all the case with 
|regard to the Presbyterian colleges. | 
'do not think that any of us would desire 
| to interfere with the Roman Catholics or 
| the Episcopalians in the conduct of their 
system. At any rate that would raise a 
larger question, into which I do not now 
wish to enter. My desire is to keep 





the application of this gift to meet new controversial issues out of a question 


conditions, s 


of the gift is observed. That, I think, 


is a somewhat rare event in the case of | 
these large gifts, and it is likely not only 
to contribute very largely to the value 


of the fund, but also to furnish an admi- 
rable example to other benefactors who 
may follow. 

This gift has made a very important 
difference to the proposal brought for- 
ward on the last occasion by my hon. 
friend. It has made the case for that 
proposal stronger than it was before. 


must admit that in his reply on that 


oceasion, the Lord Advocate was sym- 
pathetic, but I think he was far from 
being specific. He hardly gave us a 
definite indication of the policy that the 
Scottish Education Department was 
supposed to follow on the view which he 
took of my hon. friend’s suggestion. | 
may tell the Lord Advocate what I think 
my hon. friend desired. I think he 
desired that no more money should be 
spent at present in further equipping 
or developing the training colleges. 1 
think he desired, and certainly it is 
what I myself should desire, that any 
further grants given by the Government 
for this purpose should be spent on 
developing the university work and not 


on the training colleges themselves. | 


When I say “ training colleges,’ I mean 
the Presbyterian training colleges, be- 
cause the case of the Presbyterian train- 
ing colleges, maintained by the United 
Free Church and the Established Church 
0 Scotland, is quite different from the 
cise of the great training colleges main- 
tained by the Roman Catholics and the 
Episcopalians. The Roman  Catholies 
and the Episcopalians continue to desire 
that the teachers whom they employ 
should be prepared in their training 


Mr. Bryce. 


so long as the main purpose | W hich I think may be considered from a 


| purely educational point of view. The 
Presbyterian colleges are not denomi- 
/national institutions in the sense 
‘in which the Roman Catholic and the 
| Episcopalian colleges are. I believe that 
}a certain number of students at the 
| Established Church colleges belong to 
{the United Free Church, and, similarly, 
| that a certain number of students at the 
' United Free Church colleges belong to 
the Established Church. I do not think 
that either of these churches regards its 
training colleges now—whatever may 
have been thought formerly—as agents 
‘for the propagation of its particular 
_ereed or for in any way strengthening 
'its position in the country. In Scotland 
we are very far from having the same 
kind of denominational spirit in these 
matters as that which largely prevails in 
England. There is no desire on the part 
‘of the Scottish churches to make these 
training colleges denominational institu- 
tions. I believe that both churches are 
at present perfectly willing to consider 
any scheme which the Government may 
| propose for dealing with them. I under- 
stand, also, that both churches are un- 
| willing to spend more money on their 
| training colleges ; in fact, I believe they 
| have intimated as much to the Govern- 
ment. If that is so, surely the way is 
| quite open for the Government to adopt 
a plan for training teachers at the uni- 
| versities rather than at these colleges. 
| The two churches have not yet delivered 
any official opinion upon the subject, 
| but I believe I am expressing their views 
correctly. It is fortunate that at this 
moment there reigns in Scotland a state 

| of good feeling and harmony between the 
_two great Presbyterian churches, which 
‘encourages the hope that no contro- 
| Versial matters between them will emerge 
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in any proposal that may be made with 
regard to the training of teachers. | 
put it to the Government that it would 
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being prepared at the training colleges’ 
I cannot see why that should be so: 
unless it arises from the fact that students 


be a very great pity to spend any more | in training colleges become professional 
public money upon these training colleges | from the first, that they are isolated from 


when we have before us a more excellent 
way of spending it, namely, in developing 
the university training. At present a 
certain amount of money is spent on 
King’s students, and it would be better 
to spend more money on King’s students 
than in maintaining the training colleges. 
Here comes in the importance of Mr. 
Carnegie’s gift, because a part of the 
expense incurred by the Government in 
regard to King’s students, and which is 
incurred in any education of intending 
teachers at the universities, is the ex- 
pense connected with fees. Mr. Car- 
negie’s gift is intended to relieve the 
students of these fees. That is a large 
contribution, and, I understand it, 
greatly diminishes the expense to which 
the Government would otherwise be put. 
Why should the Government spend £28 
a year upon the instruction, altogether 
apart from the maintenance, of a student 
ina training college, when a better in- 
struction can be obtained at one of the 
universities for a smaller expenditure ; 
while now, owing to Mr. Carnegie’s gift, 
that expenditure will be saved altogether ! 
If lam right in that view, Mr. Carnegie’s 
gift furnishes a strong reinforcement of 
the arguments presented by my hon. 
friend. 

What we should like is that these who 
ire preparing tor the educational pro- 
fession in Scotland should go to the 
universities just in the same way as 
medical, theological, and engineering 
students now go, and will, I hope, when 
we have improved our scientific instruc- 
tion, go in much larger numbers. We 
desire them to go not as seminarists, not 
as persons who are to receive from the 
first special instruction for a special pro- 
fession, but as art students who are to 
take their instruction as much as possible 
along with other students, and who are 


as 


not to embark upon a specific and special | : 
P P ‘It would keep up one of the charac- 


course until their general education has 
been concluded, that education having 
been carried on in company with students 
intended for other professions. The 


only difficulty which I understood the 
Lord Advocate to make was that there is 
not so much hold over King’s students at 
the universities as over persons who are 


VOL. XCV. 
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other men, are subjected to a purely pro- 
fessional atmosphere, and in that way 
are, so to speak, run into the teaching 
mould at an earlier age than is the case 
with those who remain in the freer and 
larger life of the universities. If that is 
so, I think it is a disadvantage. But I 


/am not sure that there is really any 


stronger hold over training college 
students when they emerge from the 
colleges, because if they choose to devote 
their abilities and knowledge to following 
other professions, they are quite free to 
do so. I therefore fail to appreciate the 
Lord Advocate’s argument that you 
have a better security for a supply of 
teachers through the training colleges 
than from a system of King’s students. 

I will sum up what I believe to be the 
three benefits to be expected from the 
proposal of my hon. friend. The first is 
that it will make the teaching profession 
more attractive, because whatever tends 
to improve the status of the teaching 
profession and to make it one profession 
all through, from the universities down 
to the elementary schools, renders it more 
attractive to aspiring and ambitious men. 
If you have a larger. proportion of your 
intending teachers passing through a 
university course you have a larger pro- 
portion of men who are fit to rise from 
an elementary to a secondary school, 
and the prospect of rising to a secondary 
school tends to induce abler men to enter 
the profession than would do so if their 
horizon was bounded by the prospect 
of anelementary school. I do not think 
anything does more to improve a protes- 
sion as a whole, and to elevate the tone 
and spirit in even the humblest portions 
of its work, than the prospect of rising to 
the highest posts it can offer. In the 
second place, this proposal would be a 
good thing for the universities themselves. 


teristics which has been the pride of our 
Scottish universities, that they have been 
in an eminent degree popular institutions 
accessible to the whole of the people in a 
way which the English universities have 
not been. They have always had a large 
proportion of students who have come 


2T 














1087 Supply—Civil {COMMONS} Service Estimates. 1088: 


from what may be called the humbler | suggest that that can best be done by 
classes. I remember that when I was a | improving the quality of Scottish teach- 
student at the University of Glasgow |ing. Therefore the third henefit which 
there were students who worked as/|I think we ought to expect from sending 
blacksmiths and stone-masons during teachers to the Universities, inatead 
the summer, and attended the classes in of to the training colleges, is that their 
the winter. In many cases they carried tone and teaching capacity will be im- 
off the highest prizes in the classes, and proved. It will be a great benefit to them 
received nothing but respect and defer-/for their minds to be liberalised and 
ence from their fellow students. That | enlarged by the teaching that they will 
characteristic of Scottish universities receive in the universities. It has hens 
is a thing we are most anxious to preserve | one of the greatest benefits for the clergy 
and develop, and we may hope that Mr. | of Scotland and of England that they 
Carnegie’s gift will help in that direction. | have been, unlike the Roman Catholic 


Nothing will contribute more to that | clergy on the continent of Europe 


end than having as large a proportion as educated, not in seminaries, but in. 
possible of teachers trained in the univer- company with other young men of their 
sities. English Members may be inter- own age who were being prepared 
ested to know that in 1898, out of 3,867 for other professions. The same thing 
male teachers in Scottish elementary would apply to the teaching woilk 
schools, there were no less than 781 who Training college work has a kind of 
had graduated at Scottish universities. | seminary character about it. Young 
That is a very fine showing for Scotland men are separated from others who are 
as compared with England, but we should | to follow different professions ; they do 
be glad to see the proportion even larger not breathe such a stimulating atmo- 
yet. Those who remember Scotland in sphere as in the universities. “All the 
past times will recollect that many of the benefits which a university education 
teachers in the old parish schools had been | gives will be given to the teaching pro- 
university graduates, and one reason fession if the plan of my hon. friend 
why so many promising students came js carried out. I believe that whatever 
up from the old parish schools was that enlarges and stimulates the minds of the 
the schoolmaster was able to give an teachers will be a great benefit to Scottish 
instruction in Latin, Greek, and mathe- | education, and will enable elementary, 


matics to the most likely boys, which  gecondary, and university education to 


fitted them to enter the universities and | advance to an even higher level than that 
to profit by university education. That’ on which we are proud it at present 
state of things seemed for a time to be) stands. For these reasons I venture 
endangered in the system which came to hope that we shall have a sympa- 
in about fifty years ago under English | thetic reply from the Government. | 
educational methods, but I am happy beg to move, pro forma, to reduce the 
to say that the proportion of graduates | Vote by £100. 
is now largely rising, and we desire to i 
see it still further enlarged. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
Another point to which, perhaps, Iought “‘ That Item Q (Grants for Training 
to refer is that Mr. Carnegie’s gift must Colleges) be reduced by £100.”—(Mr. 
have a very important effect upon Scot- | Bryce.) 
tish elementary and secondary education. | 
If students are to come in larger numbers; Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) 
to the universities because their fees are | said he was sure every Member who was 
paid, it is all the more important that | interested in education—and he thought 
both elementary and secondary instruc- | that included every Scottish Member 
tion in Scotland should be improved. |in the House—felt that they were in- 
There must be better and wider instruc- | debted to the hon. Member for North- 
tion given if the full benefit of freeing | West Lanark for having raised this 
the universities from fees is to be obtained. | question of the training colleges. The 
If follows from that that it will be neces- | sentiments also of the right hon. Member 
sary to improve the quality of our elemen- | for SouthAberdeen were very much those 


} 
| 
tary and secondary education, and I | entertained by many hon. Members: 


Mr. Bryce. 
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in approaching this question from the| was so limited? He could not see that 
educational point of view. He wished | the life of a clerk was pleasanter than 
to direct the attention of the Committee | that of a teacher; and certainly the posi- 
to a more practical side of the question, | tion and the prospects of a teacher were, 
and that was the continuing difficulty | in his opinion, infinitely better than 
of obtaining a sufficient number of | those of an ordinary clerk. The teacher 
teachers under the existing system. It| had longer holidays and a bigger salary. 
seemed to him that the existing system | and by an Act passed in the last Parlia- 
was threatening to break down, and in| ment,’ provision was made in respect 
view of the great and munificent gift of | to superannuation. Notwithstanding all 
Mr. Carnegie and of the passing of the | these advantages they had the fact that 
Bill last Wednesday, which would un-| there was an unlimited number of appli- 
doubtedly increase the attendance at the | cations by young men, from twenty to 
elementary schools, he thought it abso- | twenty-five years of age, for clerkships 
lutely essential that those responsible | where the remuneration was not more 
for maintaining the teaching staffs in the | than £60 to £80 per year, while if a 
Scottish schools should have their atten-| school board wanted a_ certificated 
tion directed to the insufficiency of the teacher they had to pay at least £120 
provision for the training of teachers. per year, and even then the choice was 
The training colleges had only accom-| so limited that they were compelled to 
modation for 1,370, and the total number accept whatever they could get. There 
of certificated teachers was 10,845. could be only one reason why a larger 
Now, in his opinion, that number was | number of young men did not seek to 
obviously insufficient for the require- enter the teaching profession, and that 
ments of the Scottish educational autho-| was the restrictions and difficulties to 
rities. In support of his argument he| their becoming teachers. There was 
referred to the advertisement pages of the | too great a congestion in the training 
Scotsman and Glasgow Herald. In these} colleges. If the suggestion of the hon. 
journals school boards were advertising| Member for North-west Lanark was 
for every class of teachers, whereas | capable of being carried out, they might 
scarcely ever was there an advertisement | increase the facilities given for young 
by a teacher wanting a situation. That | men and young women going through 
indicated that the demand for teachers| a course of university training, and 
was outrunning the supply. The teach- | having their minds broadened and freed. 
ing profession was a highly honourable | from the narrow influences of ordinary 
one, and had always appealed to the | schools,and so becoming capable of giving 
sentiments and sympathy of the Scottish | to the scholars in Scotland better and 
people. And now it was attractive even | wider training than under the oppor- 
financially, as was shown in the last | tunities afforded at the present time. 
Report of the Committee of Council on | For his part he hoped that the discussion 
Education. The average remuneration of this question would focus attention 
earned by certificated teachers for the | in Scotland on the matter; and unless 
last year was £142, whereas in 1870|the Lord Advocate could give some 
it was only £101. Fifty per cent. | assurance to the Committee as to the 
of the total number of certificated | prospects in future in the direction of 
teachers had got incomes of over | improvement, they should have either a 
£150. Why was it, therefore, that | Departmental Inquiry or a Select Com- 
they had such a comparatively small mittee on the question of the supply of 
number of men coming forward to enter | teachers. 

the ranks of the teaching profession ? 
He imagined that there must be a period} Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
in the life of very many young men when | said that the appearance of tranquility 
they asked themselves whether they! which the House of Commons presented 
would become teachers or clerks, and| when it went into Committee on the 
why was it that the number who applied | Scottish Estimates was phenomenal, but 
to go into offices as clerks was apparently | he would be a very superficial observer 
almost innumerable, while the number! who was misled as to the importance of 
who went into the teaching profession | the business that was being transacted. 
3T¢ 
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They were really the Great Council of 
the Scottish nation. They were there 
to discuss thoroughly practical topics 
about which they all knew something, 
and in which all Scottish Members were 
interested, and which they were able to 
discuss without introducing party feeling. 
There were no supplementary questions, 
no motions for adjournment, not even 
any party political differences. His hon. 
friend opposite had made a speech just 
as progressive, satisfactory, and reform- 
ing in tone as that of the hon. Member 
for North-west Lanark. On the last 
occasion on which this question came 
before the Committee the Lord Advocate 
had spoken in a sympathetic, if also in a 
somewhat cautious spirit ; and his right 
hon. friend the Member for South Aber- 
deen had examined the whole matter 
with a fulness of knowledge which 
showed that complete and thorough 
grasp of educational subjects which his 
long studies and academic position en- 
titled him to do. What was the practical 
point—for they werea practical people in 
Scotland, and tried to come to the prac- 
tical point at once? They had got a 
suspicion—not at all a hostile suspicion— 
that the Government had in contem- 
plation to do something to deal with 
an evil which was admitted on all hands, 
namely, the difficulty in getting a supply 
of Scottish teachers in the schools. 
To cope with that evil it was necessary 
to make some further provision for the 
training of teachers. That might be 
done in two ways, one bad, and the other 
good. They had a fear lest, with the 
breakdown of the existing arrangements, 
that it would enter into the minds of 
those who had the control 
matters that, instead of making use of the 
universities, they would try to take over 
the training colleges trom the churches 
and put them under the control of the 
Education Department. They did not 
know whether such a policy had been 
definitely come to, or was even contem- 
plated, but they had the feeling, from 
fragments and traces in recent speeches, 
that that was possible. Now, he thought 
there was a general agreement on both 
sides of the House that that was not the 
most auspicious way of entering upon 
the task of getting a better supply of 
Scottish teachers. The training colleges 
were very peculiar bodies. 


Mr. Haldane. 
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four Presbyterian colleges, one Roman 
Catholic, and one  Episcopalian—all 
managed by the churches. The Presby- 
terian colleges were managed in a spirit 
which was wonderfully free from sec- 
tarianism. They were really great pieces 
of machinery which, only by a sort of 
accident, were managed by the churches, 
although the Government found the 
money. They were national institu- 
tions, and must be treated on that footing. 
He entirely agreed with the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Renfrewshire that there was 
difficulty in getting young people to 
enter the teaching profession. They did 
not care to go into the training colleges 
because they were not of the status of 
certain other educational institutions in 
Scotland. There was nothing more 
striking, he thought he might say, than 
the decay of individuality in the teaching 
profession. What they were suffering 
from was a certain dead level. It was a 
high level ; it had improved very much 
in the last few years, but there was less 
of that rugged individuality of character, 
that sort of Carlylean characteristic in 
the Scottish schoolmaster which existed 
twenty-five years ago. They had come 
to a time when there was some hope of 
something like a chance being obtained 
of getting back to the old position. 
About the great gift of Mr. Carnegie 
he would not say more than that it 
would enable an enormous stride to 
be taken in Scottish education. Through 
the splendid munificence of Mr. Car 
negie it was now possible to do some- 
thing not only in the direction of 
assisting students to go to the universi- 
ties, but in the direction of developing 
the universities themselves and making 
them more attractive and comprehensive. 
There were two alternative plans. One 
was to take over the training colleges 
and manage them from Dover House. 
Dover House was a most efficient institu- 
tion, but he could not help feeling that if 
they did that they would not get rid ol 
that tendency to a dead level which he 
deprecated. He would rather see the 
development of the policy of training the 
teachers in the universities themselves. 
That would be no new departure. The 
hon. Member for West Renfrewshire had 
spoken of the number of teachers in the 
training colleges as being between 1,200 
and 1,300; but there were besides that 
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380 of what were called King’s students | teaching profession, good for the univer- 
at the universities, whose training for | sity, and for what they all aimed at— 


the teaching profession was supervised 
by local committees—some at Aberdeen 
University and the others at St. Andrews 
University. Experience had proved that 
that system was an enormous success, 
and the number of King’s students 
was rapidly increasing. The system, 
which was much appreciated, gave every 
indication of showing the way in which 
the tgaining of students for the teaching 
profession in Scotland might be greatly 
popularised. He would not talx-of the 
Roman Catholic or the Episcopalian 
colleges, for they were sectarian institu- 
tions ; but surely it would be better, 
instead of doing anything in the direction 
of State control of the Presbyterian 
colleges, rather to look to the universities 
as the training ground for teachers. He 
would like to say that, although the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite had on the 
last occasion on which this question 
was debated alleged that this was not 
a very practicable scheme, inasmuch as 
it provided no substitute for the training 
colleges in supervising the young teachers 
while being educated at the universities, 
experience had shown that that work 
of supervision was being efficiently 
carried out by local committees in 
Aberdeen and St. Andrews ; and there 
was no reason why it should not be done 
in Edinburgh and Glasgow. Surely it 
was for the school boards themselves to 
take part in the supervision of the 
students while undergoing a course of 
university training. Glasgow, indeed, 
had already told the Government, 
through the lips of the school board, that 
it was quite ready to take in hand an 
experiment such as that which had 
succeeded so well in Aberdeen and St. 
Andrews. They had got in the Carnegie 
Trust a means of developing that side of 
university life—the means of cheapening 
the entrance to the universities for these 
students. But he thought that, even 
without resorting to the Carnegie Trust, 
the university training was cheaper than 
that of the training colleges. The cost 
of the training college was £28 per year 


and of the university £16 per year. | 


Speaking for himself, he first of all 


| 
| 
| 
| 


the reform which should bring the 
university, the secondary school, and 
the elementary school all into line and 


relation with one another. They were 


/on the verge of a new departure, and if 


the Lord Advocate could give them an 
assurance on this matter he would confer 
an obligation on the whole people of 
Scotland. 


*Mr. J. A. CAMPBELL (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) said he was in 
general sympathy with what had been 
said. He knew that the difficulty of 
getting teachers had been very much 
felt. He also agreed that it was very 
desirable to encourage the attendance 
at the universities of young men and 
young women who were preparing for the 
teaching profession. That was already 
being done to an increasing extent. 
He was glad to hear the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for South Aberdeen 
admit the efficient way in which 
the training colleges had done their 
work. These colleges were under de- 
nominational management; but their 
teaching was not denominational in 
the sense of being peculiar to any 
Church, and the general work that they 
had done had been acknowledged to be 
excellent. He did not think it could 
be said that the training colleges had 
seared young people from proceeding 
towards the teaching profession. There 
had been no objection on their part to 
the training colleges. While the colleges 
had not been the only avenues to the 
teaching profession, the fact still re- 
mained that they had been the main 
avenue, and the only complaint against 
them of late years had been their 
insufficiency to train the number of 
teachers that was required for the 
staffing of the schools. He hailed the 
suggestion that more should be done 
through the universities, and he was 
glad to know that the experiment 
that had been made in regard to King’s 
students had been satisfactory in Aber- 
deen and St. Andrews. They must 
remember, however, that that system 
was in the experimental stage as yet. 


advocated this change in the interest of | f{¢ hoped the experiment would con- 


getting more individuality in the teacher, 


| tinue to be successful, and that by-and-by 


and secondly because it was good for the ,they would find a large accession of 
| 
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through that channel, and 
that the authorities in Edinburgh and 
Glasgow, when they saw that the 
system had succeeded elsewhere, would 
adopt it. At the same time, he must 
express the hope that the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department would not be en- 
couraged by this discussion to withdraw 
or lessen their assistance to the training 
colleges until they were quite sure that 
a good substitute had been found. The 
training colleges had done their work 
well and were worthy of all the assistance 
they received. They were originally 
founded by the churches, which had 
raised the money for the buildings, and 


teachers 


now the churches were taking an 
interest in their management, not in 


any sectarian, but in a broad educational 
spirit. He should think that the 
churches would not put any obstacle 
in the way of any new system so long 
as they were assured that that new 
system would produce equally good 
results with the old. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that before the Lord Advocate 
replied he wished to say a few words. 
For many years before this question had 
been brought before the House the 
necessity had been felt for increased 
facilities for training teachers. Scotch 
education had undoubtedly suffered 
from the want of a sufficient supply of 
accommodation in the training colleges. 
He was not going into the comparative 
merits of the university system and the 
training college system. There were a 
great many arguments in favour of both ; 
but, as the right hon. Gentleman had 
just pointed out, he did not think they 
had yet had sufficient experience of the 
working of the university system to 
lead them to determine now any change 
on a very large scale. What he was 
particularly anxious about was that 
they ought to have an increase in the 
means of training teachers in the training 
colleges. It had been said that there 
had been a difficulty in getting young 
people to enter the profession. He did 
not think there was any difficulty of 
that kind, because they found from 
the Report of the Scotch Education 
Department that the great source of 
supply of teachers came from the pupil 
teachers, and at the examination for 


Mr. J. A. Campbell. 


{COMMONS} 
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admission to the training colleges hun- 
dreds of pupil teachers who had passed 
the examination were not admitted to 
the training colleges because there was 
not room for them. The Glasgow 
newspapers had many letters from 
parents complaining that their children 
who had qualified by passing the ex- 
aminations to enter the training colleges, 
could not do so simply because there was 
no room. The last report showed 
that out of 972 who had qualified, only 
342 were able to be taken into the 
training colleges. Only thirty-six King’s 
students and thirty-eight graduates had 
been appointed teachers, so that the 
number of teachers to be obtained from 
those sources was not very large. 

As regarded pupil teachers who had 
been qualified by exam., but had not 
been admitted to the training college, 
there was a gross injustice. They had 
been encouraged to enter into a contract 
of service. They fulfilled that contract 
so far as they were committed to it by 
qualifying to pass the exam., but they 
had not been given the advantage of 
trained teachers as regarded emolu- 
ments, simply because the Education 
Department had not accommodation 
to enable them to fulfil their own part 
of the obligation. That was grossly 
unfair. It was not astonishing that so 
few joined the teaching profession, 
because it was found that after a person 
had qualified in every way he was not 
admitted to a training college, and did 
not receive his certificate as a trained 
teacher at all. Persons in the towns 
were able to pass the exam. owing to 
the special facilities they had, but pupil 
teachers in the country districts, who 
had not similar advantages, were natur- 
ally left out in the cold. Obviously 
the teachers were the mainspring of 
education. As had been pointed out, the 
characteristic of education in Scotland 
in other days was the individuality of the 
teacher. It was the teacher, and not 
the parents, of a boy that induced him 
to prepare for and to go to a university, 
and he ventured to say that there could 
be no real education without thoroughly 
trained teachers. 

In the inspector’s report the great 
difference between teachers trained in the 
training colleges and teachers without 
that training was noted, and the inspee- 
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tors deplored the increase in the number | was very remarkable indeed that, 
of untrained teachers. In the Report | although the statutory limit in Scotland 
it was stated that of the new teachers| was ten years, yet according to the 
207 were males and 765 females; or| Report 42} per cent. of the children in 
three and a half times as many females | the elementary schools in Scotland were 
as males, and that the total number of | over that age, whereas in England, 
teachers was roughly 4,000 males and where the statutory limit was twelve 
6,000 females. The female teachers years, only 30 per cent. of the children 
were increasing year by year. Why?) were beyond the age of ten. Therefore, 
The school boards found such difficulty | it was quite clear that the Scottish people 
in getting male teachers, and the salaries, were a much longer way ahead of their 
were so high, that they were driven in| statutory obligation than the English 
self-defence to employ as many female people. He also observed that in Scot- 
teachers as possible. Under the present | land 3 per cent. of the children at school 
system managers had no choice, and | were over fourteen years, whereas in 
practically had to take every man coming English schools not 1 per cent. was over 
out of the training colleges. There was| the age. Then as regarded the higher 
no subject of more pressing importance | grade schools, no smaller a proportion 
than the training of teachers, and it was than 35 per cent. of the children were 
an extraordinary thing to find men), over fifteen years of age. 
qualified as pupil-teachers who could ' 

an attend dis teaininee colleges because “THE CHAIRMAN: I 
there was no room. He admitted that 
there was a little improvement recently 
as regarded the number of teachers 
trained, but it should also be remembered Dr. MACNAMARA said he under- 
that the school attendance was increasing. | stood the Committee were discussing the 
Last year 14,000 pupils were added to Scotch Education Office. 

the school registers and 8,000 to the| 

average attendance, and that swallowed) *Tye CHAIRMAN: A reduction has 
up the increase in the number of trained’ pHeen moved in respect of the training 
teachers. He hoped therefore that the colleges, and the discussion must now be 
training of teachers either atthe univer- confined to that particular reduction. 
sities or at the training colleges would be 

attended to. The reason why the train-, *Tyxr LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
ing colleges were not enlarged was be- Granam Murray, Buteshire): I had better 
cause they were private property, now reply to the further remarks that 
although they were practically State | have been made on this subject which 
institutions. They were not increased) has been reintroduced by the right hon. 
because of the difficulty of breaking | Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 


must remind 
the hon. Member that the debate is now 
confined to the question of the training 
colleges. 


away from theold traditions of denomi-| deen. Of course, he need make no 


national institutions. But that difficulty apology for further discussing this sub- 
must be overcome, and it must be recog- ject, because I have made it perfectly 
nised that the training colleges were no clear that, so far as the Department is 
longer of a denominational character, | concerned, we are fully alive to its 
but really State institutions. They |importance. Indeed, I think the right 
should be worked to the very best ad- hon. Gentleman quite admitted that the 
vantage, and more accommodation should | reply I made to the speech of the hon. 
be provided for, and a little more money |Member for North-west Lanark was 
spent in, the training of teachers. | sympathetic, although he said it was 

|somewhat wanting in specialisation. I 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) | should be the first to admit that it was 


‘said that as an English Member, and a wanting in specialisation, and for the 


Member of the largest school board south | reason that I have already explained, 

of the Tweed, he wished to state that he | namely, that although I found that the 

had studied the Report with envy and| hon. Member for North-west Lanark 

admiration. First of all, as to the age to | was entirely in sympathy with the views 

which children remained at school, it | that we held, what I was left rather in 
i 
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doubt about was what he proposed, and 
exactly what in a practical way he 
wanted. The right hon. Gentleman 
to-night spoke of the “ proposals ” of the 
hon. Member for North-west Lanark, 
and he afterwards, in the latter portion 
of his speech, actually spoke of his 
plans.” I only wish I could discover 
what the plans of the hon. Member were, 
and I do not think his observations 
could be exactly characterised as pro- 
posals. I entirely agree that we should 
as far as possible foster the connection 
between the training of teachers and the 
universities, and, so far as we possibly 
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can, take advantage of university educa- 
2 | 


tion in the training of teachers. That 
is, of course, entirely our view, and I 
need scarcely tell the Committee that we 
have tried to do a great deal in that 
direction. I am only recapitulating, 
but at the same time let me remind the 
Committee that, so far as the training 
colleges are concerned, we encourage 


them to send students to the universities | 


by paying, as part of the expenses of the 
training colleges, the fees which the 


students pay in attending university | 


classes. Over and above that, we have 
introduced this system of King’s students, 
of which I think every hon. Member who 
has addressed the Committee thinks well ; 
and beyond that we have given special 
grants to allow the training of teachers 
in special subjects under another branch 
of the Code. 

Now, the question is, What further ? 
I cannot help thinking that if we could 
imagine an intelligent foreigner listening 
to this debate he would have gone 


away with the impression that a man 
could only be a teacher in a Scottish | 


school if he had in some way or another 
passed through a training college or had 
been a King’s student, or had been at 
one of these particular classes. That, as 
hon. Members know, is not the case. 
There is nothing to stop a man with the 
highest university degree in the kingdom 


from becoming a teacher. Even the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member 
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number of persons entering the teaching 
profession. I am afraid the reason is 
that for the highly educated there are 
other things which offer more attractive 
fields than the teaching profession. Let 
us compare the career of a teacher with 
the possible career and opportunities of a 
clerk. The clerk begins as an office Loy, 
and then becomes a clerk. He earns his 
own subsistence at a very early age, and 
accordingly, I think, there will always 
be a redundancy in that particular class, 
because, although the position may not 
have the attraction or the certain pro- 
spect of getting as good a salary as a 
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teacher, yet it is an easier career on its 
|ineeption and may eventually lead to 
higher things than the teaching pro- 
| fession. 

| Now, I pass from that to the question, 
| What next 2? The hon. Member for West 
Renfrew told us that we must not be 
| deceived by the seeming tranquillity of a 
| discussion of this sort—that other things 
may be hidden under it. I confess | 
| could not listen to the speech of the right 
|hon. Gentleman without wondering 
whether there was not something under- 
neath it. I am not, of course, suggesting 
| anything on his part ; but what I want to 
| know is, Does he go the length of saying 
|that we had better give up the training 
‘colleges? because that is a question 
| which neither he nor the hon. Member 
| for North-west Lanark at all faced. 

| It is all very well to say—and we all 
| agree—that we should foster connection 
| with the universities as much as we can, 
but are we to give up the training col- 
leges ?. The training colleges, as the Com- 
mittee knows, are conducted by the 
churches. The right hon. Gentleman 
made it perfectly clear that he did not 
mean for a moment to propose any 
change in either the Episcopalian college 
or the Roman Catholic college. The 
Roman Catholic training college, as he 
knows very well, is very much the 
strongest of the whole set, and it is so 








for one very good reason, that it is the 
only residential college in the set, and 


for South Aberdeen might become a/therefore it has a great hold, and, for 


teacher if he went for six months, or/the matter of that, spends a 


whatever it is, to a public elementary 
school. But why does he not become a 


and better things to do. It is regarded 
as curious that we do not have a greater | 
sat { 

Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


teacher? Why, because he has | 





great 
deal more money on the students than 
is spent on the students in the other 
training colleges. But as regards the 
other training colleges, would he give 
them upor not? The right hon. Gentle- 
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man said something vague as to there| has addressed himself to this subject for 


being a sort of feeling that no more) 
money should be spent, ‘but does he think | 
that the abandonment of these training 
colleges is in accordance with Scottish 
opinion? It is all very well to say that 
these colleges, although they belong to 
the churches, have not been conducted 
in a proselytising spirit, but there is no 
great incentive to proselytism whenevery- 
one believes the same way as you do, and 
inasmuch as the great majority of the 


Scottish people is Presbyterian; and 
alth« cl} there are differe > ds 
aithougnh there are daiferences as regards 


church government, which I should be 
very sorry to enter upon, between the 
two great churches, yet, fortunately for 
the people of Scotland, these differences 
have never practically affected the 
elementary education of the children in 
religious subjects, and it has been com- 
mon ground between all the Scottish 
churches that the children shall be 
denominationally taught. The hon. 
Member shakes his head, but it is my 
opinion, and the opinion of many other 
people. It is not a training, for instance, 
that would please my noble friend the 
Member for Greenwich. It is denomi- 
national in the sense of being Presby- 
terian as against anything else ; conse- 


several years, and he says that the prac- 
tical difficulty in making the training 


colleges larger is that they do not belong 


quently there has been no necessity to | 
proselytise, and, of course, like every other | 
'teachers a systematic training in very 


educational institution of the sort, there 
is nothing in the shape of a test. We 
are absolutely free in that way. I would 
put it to the right hon. Gentleman, 
would he have the courage to stand up 
in Scotland and expect the Scottish 
people to agree with him, and say that 
the time has come, so far as the training 
of teachers is concerned, to cut the con- 
nection with the churches altogether, 
and have no church control of any sort ? 
Personally I do not think the right hon. 
Gentleman would—I do not mean he 
would not have the personal courage, 
but I mean he would not have the 
courage of that opinion in Scotland. 
Surely that is, I will not say an answer 
to the hon. Member for North-west 





| diate result 
Lanark, for my criticism is that he did| present university standard. 


to us. That brings me to the speech of 
the hon. and learned Member for Had- 
dington. He seems to have conceived a 


fear that we are going to take over the 
training colleges, and to make them 
Government institutions. Whether that 
would please the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark or not I am not quite sure, but 
it would at once get over the difficulty 
he sees in the way of making the training 
colleges larger. I can, however, assure 
the hon. and learned Member that such 
an idea, so far as I know, has never 
entered the head of His Majesty's 
Government up to the present, 
and that consequently there is no prac- 
tical proposition or idea to take over the 
training colleges, nor have the churches 
given any intimation that they propose 
to give them up. Of course we are 
entirely in sympathy with the view of 
the right hon. Gentleman that we should 
get as many university men as possible, 
but does he think that it would ever be 
possible to really practically supply the 
whole teaching profession in that way ! 
Personally I think not. May I ask him 
to consider the difficulties? In the first 
place there must be for the training of 


elementary subjects; in other words. 
the universities should provide classes 
which they have not at present, and which 
really do not belong to university educa- 
tion. Of course we should all like every 
one to be a graduate of the very highest 
class, but we cannot have that ; and, as a 
matter of fact, for the humbler ranks of 
the teaching profession it would, unless 
the circumstances are altered very much, 
be quite impossible that they should 
come up to the standard of the higher 


classes in the universities, and I am 
quite sure the right hon. Gentleman 


would be one of the very first to deplore 
anything which would have the imme- 
of tending to lower the 
It ts not a 


not put forward a proposition that ad-| theoretical but a ‘practical difficulty, and 


mitted of an answer, but it is an answer, 


| there are many in the humbler grades of 


to a great extent, as to what we are going | the teaching profession for whom, in 


to do. 


| present 


circumstances, it would be 


I have a little fault also to find with | Utopian to expect that they would ever 
the hon. Member for Mid Lanark. He come up to the university standard. 
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One word as to what has been said about 
‘the King’s studentships not prospering 
in Edinburgh and Glasgow as at Aber- 
deen and St. Andrews. So far as the 
Department is concerned there is no 
reason, but the local authorities have not 
taken them up in the same way at Edin- 
burgh and Glasgow as they have at 
Aberdeen and St. Andrews. 
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An Hon. Mewmper asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would be 
willing to allow the establishment of 
King’s students side by side with the 
training college at Edinburgh and 
Glasgow. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
understand there is nothing against it, 
and I believe that the authorities at 
Glasgow are conferring upon that sub- 
ject at the present time, but these matters 
must be dealt with largely upon the 
initiative of the local committees. Now, 
one other word. I hope I have given 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Aberdeen sufficient assurance 
that, so far as strengthening the ties 
of the university is concerned, I am 
entirely with him, but I think, in dis- 
cussing this subject, we must discuss 
it purely from the point of view of 
whether we are prepared to abandon 
the training colleges or not. We are 
not prepared to do so at the present 
moment, and I very much doubt whether 
any hon. Member would get up and 
say that he was. I do not know whether 
I shall be strictly in order, but perhaps, 
Mr. Lowther, you will allow me to 
reciprocate the well-chosen words used 
by the right hon. Gentleman with 
regard to the magnificent gift of Mr. 
Carnegie. It is a matter for congratu- 
lation that Mr. Carnegie has taken 
studious care to eliminate from his 
proposals and their discussion all party 
politics,fand I am glad to think that 
among his most trusted advisers were 
not only two gentlemen sitting on the 
Front Opposition Bench, but the First | 
Lord’of the Treasury. The right hon. 
Gentleman rather indicated that the. 
_gift of Mr. Carnegie would make the 
matter all the easier for the Govern- 
ment, {because, whereas we have paid 
the fees of the students of the training 
. colleges at the universities in the past, | 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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now these fees may be got from th® 
Carnegie fund. We do not entirely 
know what the whole plan is, but I 
understand that fees are only to be paid 
for those students who are not in a 
position to pay for themselves. I assure 
the Committee that the Education 
Department are fully alive to the import- 
ance of doing everything they can 
to strengthen the connection between 
the training colleges and the universities, 
and that they are not in the position to 
give up the present system. 


Service Estimates. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that by what- 
ever touchstone the matter was tested the 
Report upon Scotch Education showed 
a considerable advance on the north of the 
Tweed on anything that had been prayed 
for on the south. He ventured to point 
out to the Committee that although the 
statutory obligation in Scotland to keep 
a child at school was ten years of age, yet 
the percentage of children beyond that 
age still attending the schools was 42}, 
whereas in England, where the statutory 
obligation was twelve years of age, only 
35 per cent. of the children attending the 
schools were over ten. With regard to 
the question of higher grade schools, as 
set out in the Report, he found in the 
higher-grade schools in Scotland 35 per 
cent. of the pupils were over fifteen years 
of age. In England a child was not per- 
mitted to remain at school over fifteen 
years of age, and he could only look with 
admiration upon a system which per- 
mitted 35 per cent. of children to remain 
at school over that age, when in England 
they were compelled literally to turn 
them into the street. He noticed that 
4 per cent. of the children in the Scotch 
higher grade schools were over seventeen 
years of age. What would happen in 
England if children were kept at school 
until such an age he would not venture to 
suggest, but even yet the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department were not satisfied. 
The average daily attendance of those 
enrolled in the schools was 84 per cent. 
in Scotland ; in England it barely reached 
82 per cent. In the matter of regular 
attendance England to-day was where 
Scotland was ten years ago, and that was 
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‘the state of affairs which represented | 
England’s position in all educational | 
matters. With regard to evening schools | 
in Scotland,the number of pupils enrolled | 
was 114 per cent. of the number enrolled | 
in the day schools. England and Wales | 
could not show 9 per cent. The most | 
striking fact, however, was the scope of | 
work which was permitted in Scotch | 
evening schools, which was far more | 
extensive than that permitted in the) 
English. The new evening school code | 
for free instruction from school board | 
rates for pupils of any age permitted 
subjects which took the pupil up to the | 
most advanced stage of technical and | 
artistic training. Some of the subjects | 
mentioned in that Code as elementary | 
were, the study of any language—ancient | 
or modern—approved by the Depart- | 
ment; commercial correspondence ; | 
business procedure ; the study of any 
language with a direct view to its use 
in business; algebra; mensuration ; 
dynamics ; the application of mathe- 
matics and science to specific industries ; 
machinery construction ; building con- 
struction ; naval architecture ; various 
electrical industries; mining, agricul- 
tural, and horticultural, or any other 
industries, the scientific principles under- 
lying which demanded attention. Those 
were a few of the elementary subjects, 
but he had never heard the Lord Advocate 
come to the House and gibe at the 
differential calculus, as he had heard the 
Vice-President of the English Board of 
Education. He would like to see a 
Scotch Cockerton come forward and 
challenge some of these subjects. He 
thought if anyone ventured to come for- 
ward on such an errand he would have a | 
very bad time at the hands of Scotch | 
Members. All these things were legiti- 
mate in Scotland, and why should they | 
not be so south of the Tweed? If all the 
partially-qualified assistant teachers and 
pupil-teachers were excluded from this | 
Return, and only the certificated adult | 
teachers allowed to remain, the per- 
centage of certificated adult teachers for | 
the Scotch schools was 63 per cent. In 
Ergland the corresponding percentage | 
was only 42, and the right hon. Gentle- | 
man the Member for Aberdeen might, | 
therefore, take comfort from the fact | 
‘that there was a much larger percentage | 
vof adult teachers in Scotland than was 
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permitted to England. The Scotch schools 
had a certificated teacher for every 69 
children enrolled, but in England it was 
one for every 90. The amount of money 
which was spent in the maintenance of 
education given in the ordinary schools 
was 2s. 2d. per head more than in Eng- 
land and Wales. The maintenance 
charge for the county of Inverness-shire 
was 61s. 2d., while in the county of 
Cambridge it was 44s. 2d. In Argyll- 
shire it was 71s. 114d., whilst in Corn- 
wall it was 42s. 4d. He could only say 
that he hoped Scotch education would 
go on and prosper. There was not an 
English or Welsh town of any importance 
which had not at the head of the muni- 
cipal body or at the head of some firm 
interested in the great undertakings of 
the city a Scotchman who had been 
induced to become a not unwilling exile 
from his native heath for a large salary, 
and if the Scotch Education Department 
went on as they were going on at the 
present time, and English education was 
to be left in the position it was at present, 
he would not be surprised to see these 
unhappy exiles increase to a very large 
extent. 


Service Estimates. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question pro- 


‘posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 


£2,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for a Grant to 
the Board of Trustees for manufactures in 
Scotland in aid of the maintenance of 
the National Gallery, School of Art, and 
Museum of Antiquities, Scotland, &c.” 


Mr. CALDWELL said that he desired 
to ask one question with regard to 
this Vote. He did not think that 
Scotland was getting anything like 
the amount that it should get for 
the maintenance of the art galleries of 
Scotland, and last year he found that the 
whole of the money granted was not 
spent. He noticed that there was a 
balance of £303 11s. 1d. What he wished 
to know was whether any of the money 
was being spent in buying pictures, or 
what was being done with it, and whether 
the trustees had any scheme for spending 
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this little money, or whether it was being { gow and Edinburgh, an addition should 
accumulated in the same way as the! be made to the grant in order to enable 
moneys which were given to England | those cities to get loan collections down 


and Ireland for this purpose. 


*Sik JOHN STIRLING-MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College) said that he did not 


think that the hon. Member who had 


just sat down could have looked at the | 
|and that was a very good reason for in- 


Estimates. The National Gallery in 
Edinburgh had been handicapped 


throughout its career by being tied up 
in the Board of Manufactures with a 
bundle of other institutions. It was 
much to be wished that the National 
Gallery should be allowed to stand on its 
own legs, but in the meantime it was 
only proper that Scotland should realise 
the gallery was in such a financial posi- 
tion that it had no money to spend on 
pictures, and though it was given a 
grant which might be expended in 
pictures, it had all to be spent in repairs. 
He regretted the temporary grant had not 


been continued, and he commended to the | 


Government the advisability of increasing 
the grant, so that the National Gallery 
in Edinburgh might be a place of some 
interest and less a subject of laughter 
to their neighbours than at present. 


'*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
not able to give the exact details of the 
expenditure of this money. With regard 
to a further subvention to Scotland for 
purposes of art, we should all like to get 
as much money from the Treasury for 
this purpose as we can, but it 
always possible to get all we could wish. 


*Srr JOHN 
Will you ask ? 


STIRLING-MAXWELL : 


*Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: 
often asked, but we do not always get 
what we ask for. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.) asked whether the money not ex- 
pended was allowed to accumulate, or 
whether it was paid back to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer at the end 
of the year. 


| from London, much in the same way as 
'the Corporation of London obtained 
them for the Guildhall. It was a great 
pity when they had such excellent build- 
ings in Scotland that they should not be 
used. It only meant the cost of removal, 


creasing a Vote of this kind. Of course, 
it meant money, but the complaint with 
regard to this Vote was that it was too 
little ; and as the only way of obtaining 
an increase of the Vote was to move to 
reduce it still less, and also having regard 
to the fact that this was the only oppor- 
tunity which offered for at least a year, 
and that it would be a thousand pities to 
allow the Vote to pass without empha- 
sising it a little, he moved to reduce the 
Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £1,900, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(.Vr. 


Calawell.) 


said the hon. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON 


| Gentleman who moved the reduction had 


is not | 
/seen. At 
| burgh, 


failed to appreciate the extent to which 
both Glasgow and Edinburgh had taken 
advantage of the South Kensington cir- 
culating collection. When in Glasgow 
last year he met the travelling superin- 
tendent of South Kensington, who was 
there in charge of the finest collection 
of water-colour drawings he had ever 
Glasgow, Aberdeen, LEdin- 
and Dundee this loan system 
had been carried on to great advantage. 


|The art treasures of London were, so far 
'as he could see, freely placed at the dis- 


We have | 


lof the Vote. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is’ 


| was always ready to provide money for 
the National Gallery of London, or for 

Mr. CALDWELL suggested that, as/ giving the people of London all sorts of 
there were convenient buildings in Glas-| opportunities of enjoying and studying 


allowed to accumulate. 


Mr. Caldwell. 


posal of the provincial towns. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) expressed the opinion that the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark had taken the 
proper course in moving the reduction 
Scotland in this matter 
had a grievance, in which Ireland shared : 
the treatment meted out to the national 
galleries of Scotland was only equalled 
by that meted out to Ireland. The House 
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valuable works of art ; but in Scotland, 
as in Ireland, the people were differently 
treated. 
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/sury gave an equal sum for the purchase 


It was absolutely impossible | 


to get a niggardly Treasury to pay proper | 


attention to the wishes of the people 
either of Scotland or Ireland, and espe- 


cially was it impossible to induce them | 


to grant sufficient money to provide a 
proper collection of pictures. The prin- 
ciple seemed to be that English Members 
were to be entitled to all they asked for, 
and Scotland and Ireland were to have 
nothing. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) said the hon. Member who had 
just sat down had dealt with two separate 
questions. He did not think Scotland 
wanted any assistance in regard to loan 
collections, and he thought that Glasgow 
was quite equal to arranging any loan 
questions she desired, but that was a 
totally different thing to increasing the 
erant. He was entirely in favour of an 
addtional grant to the National Gallery. 


*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) said at 
this moment there was an excellent and 
valuable collection of pictures in the Art 
Gallery at Dundee sent from South 
Kensington, and if other cities had not a 
similar collection it was because they had 
not applied for them. There was not 
only a very competent inspector in 
charge, who had selected an admirable 
collection, but that gentleman gave 
excellent lecturettes, explaining to those 
who went to see his pictures their histori- 
cal and other connections. So far as loan 
collections were concerned, they had 
nothing either to complain of or desire. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : So far 
as this Vote is concerned, it does not pre- 
tend to be a Vote forthe purchase of 
pictures. There have been Votes in the 
past for that purpose, both for Scotland 
and for Ireland. 
sury is that the Votes for the actual pur- 
chase of pictures should be made equal to 
the contributions from the locality. 
Through the munificence of Mr. William 


The view of the Trea- | 


M‘Ewan and the late Mr. J. R. Findlay, | 


who gave asum of £5,000 each, the Trea- 


of pictures, and a similar course, I believe, 
is followed in the case of Ireland. This 
being a grant-in-aid, it does not come 
under the rule of the Treasury with 
regard to unexpired balances. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
he was glad to find the Lord Advocate 
in sympathy with the hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark in so far that he 
did not think this was an adequate 


sum, and he assumed all Scotch 
Members would be glad to support 


the right hon. Gentleman in asking for 
an increased amount. The amount 
granted for this purpose was really only 
£1,400, the other £2,000 being allocated 
under the treaty of Union. He hoped 
his hon. friend would go to a division in 
order to support the application of the 
Lord Advocate for a larger grant from 
the Treasury. 


*Sir JOHN STIRLING MAXWELL 
said that in the present grant hon. Mem- 
bers were introducing a new subject in 
asking for money to purchase pictures, 
but whether sucha grant should be given 
was a matter well worthy of considera- 
tion, and the Lord Advocate would be 
well advised in considering whether 
pressure could not be brought to bear 
upon the Treasury with regard to it. 
There was another point to which he 
wished to draw attention. He had 
asked some years ago, as to whether 


it was necessary to harass every 
visitor to the galleries by charging 


a penny for taking care of his umbrella, 
and the answer he _ received was 
that it was necessary to get all the money 
they could. That was a very regrettable 
state of affairs. He hoped the Lord 
Advocate would take the matter up and 
press for a grant for the National Gallery 
from the Treasury. The poverty of the 
institution was a discredit, he would not 
say to Scotland, but to the Empire, of 
which Scotland formed a part. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 94 
Noes, 128. (Division List No. 268.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc., Stroud 


Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Blaek, Alexander William 


Boland, John 
Brigg, John 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
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Burt, Thomas 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
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Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. | 
| Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Altred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SamuelT. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
cena Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Mane’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. | 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickinson, Robt. Edmond 
Dickson, Chas. Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore | 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edw. Seekers: 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
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Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


me, Norval Watson 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 


Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway;N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick ( Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. | 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N | 


NOES. 


Green, WalfordD(Wednesbary | 
Hamilton,Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nde'y 
, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter | 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hope, J. F.(Shefti’ld, Brightside | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kemp, George 


Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence,Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 
Lee,ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinbu’ghW 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh | 
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O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, Wm. (Clare) 
Reid,SirRThreshie (Dumfries) 
Rigg, Richard 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomson,F.W. (York, W. R.} 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 


| Weir, James Galloway 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYFS— 
Mr. Caldwell and Mr. 
Charles Douglas. 


Morton, ArthurH. A(Deptford} 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike(D’rlingt’n 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Plummer, Walter R. 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 


Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenwick, George 
Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

~ sa, Colonel Robert 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander: 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 


| Seton-Karr, Henry 


Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks}, 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


| Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
| Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


| Warde, Col. C. E. 


Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Supply—Civil 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Class III. 


3. £58,193, to complete the sum for 
Prisons (Scotland). 


[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.), in 
the Chair.] 


Mr. ORR-EWING (Ayr Burghs) said 
he wished to bring before the Committee 
one or two points in connection with 
prison administration in Scotland. He 
would deal first with the matter of 
governors. Some years ago it was 
generally agreed that the system of 
appointing governors was not satisfactory, 
and an inquiry was made into the matter. 
It was the opinion of those who conducted 
the inquiry that the best man who could 
be appointed governor of a prison was one 
who had served in the Army or Navy. 
A very large number of those appoint- 
ments had been made. No less than 
twenty-nine of the prison governors 
in England were colonels, majors, or 
captains ; but in Scotland, where, of 
course, there were not so many prisons, 
only three of the governors were dis- 
charged soldiers. There had been a few 
appointments made in the last year or 
two, but in none of these cases were they 
given to discharged soldiers or sailors. 
They were given to men who had risen 
from the ranks in the prison service. 
He quite agreed with appointments from 
the ranks. The fact that it was known 
a man could rise to the highest rank 
naturally had a very good effect on the 
service, but at the same time he thought 
those appointments should be made only 


in very special cases, and the men to, 


whom they were given should be very 
exceptional men. He had not a word to 
say against those men, but when it was 
so hard to find employment for those who 
had served the country, and when there 
were so many good men amongst them 
who would make excellent governors, in 
every possible case the appointments 
should be given to them. He hoped the 
Committee would receive some assurance 
that such appointments were only made 
in special cases to others. Dealing with 
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the matter of visiting committees, the 
hon. Member said that in the old 
days the prisoners were practically under 
the control of the local magistrates. 
There was not the same necessity then 
for visiting committees, but it was felt 
by this House that when the prisons 
came under direct official control it was 
absolutely necessary to have some sort 
of buffer—some sort of safeguard against 
stereotyped official rule. Official rule had 
never been popular in this country. 
however excellent the particular official 
might be. If the visiting committees 
disappeared the safeguard would also 
disappear. The visiting committees 
were appointed largely to give eonfidence 
to the public in the new prison adminis- 
tration. They had done excellent work 
up to now, and although it might seem 
to some a sort of dual control, they had . 
never clashed with the prison authorities. 
He wished to direct the attention of the 
Committee to a special case of Ayr prison 
visiting committee. That committee had . 
practically retired, and so far as the 
county was concerned they had retired 
altogether. The committee when ap- 
pointed consisted of twelve members— 
five from the Royal and Parliamentary 
burghs, one from the county of Argyll, 
and six from the Ayr County Council. 
The five gentlemen appointed from the 
Royal and Parliamentary burghs had 
practically left all the work to the mem- 
bers appointed by the county council. 
The gentleman appointed from the 
county of Argyll never attended at all. 
The duties of the visiting committee 
were defined in a letterfrom the Secretary 
for Scotland, dated 1st January, 1898, 
as follows— 

‘Lord Balfour has decided to call upon the 
visiting committees to make an annual report 
to the Secretary for Scotland on the 31st ot 
October of each year with regard to all or any 
of the matters referred to in the rules with 
respect to visiting committees, or to any other 
matters pertaining to the prison that they 
may deem expedient.” 


That seemed to give a pretty wide margin. 
In accordance with that rule the Ayr 
visiting committee made a report, recom- 
mending various things. They pointed 
out the disparity between the salaries of 
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the chaplains and medical officers in 
England and Scotland, and stated their 
opinion that an inquiry should be held 
regarding the position of Scotch prisons 
as to staff and remuneration. 


Supply—Civil 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) called 
attention to the fact that there were not 
forty Members present. 


THe CHAIRMAN: We have just had 
a division, and I am satisfied that there 
are more than forty members within 
the precincts. 


Mr. ORR-EWING said no notice was 
taken by Lord Balfour in his letter, 
dated 2Ist November, 1898, of the 
recommendation in regard to salaries, 
and so the committee pointed out to 
him that part of the report had not 
heen answered. On 18th January, 1899, 
an answer was received simply acknow- 
ledging the letter, and saying it was 
noted that the committee wished this 
inquiry made. In the same year an 
inquiry was granted into the Scotch 
prisons, and naturally the visiting com- 
mittee were very pleased that they 
would have a chance of ventilating 
their grievances. The Clerk of the 
Commission wrote to the chairman of 
the committee asking for a precognition 
of his evidence. When the Commission 
came the chairman, Lord Elgin, caNed 
the chairman of the committee aside 
and told him that some of the points 
mentioned in his precognition were 
outside the scope of the reference, and 
therefore he would be asked no questions 
on them. Well, what was left for this 
committee to do? They had been 
told by the Secretary for Scotland to 
make a report on all matters pertaining 
to prisons. Having taken evidence, 
the Commission issued a Report in which 
they said in the introduction that they 
understood it was not within the scope 
of their reference to investigate any 
feeling of dissatisfaction which might 
appear to exist among members of the 
prison staff, and they added— 

“* Accordingly we express no opinion on this 
question, but we cannot ignore the fact of the 
existence of dissatisfaction in certain quarters.” 
All their efforts having failed, the visiting 
committee resigned their positions. He 


asked the Lord Advocate on 7th May last 
Mr. Orr Ewing. 


{COMMONS}: 
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‘if he was aware that the county council 

of Ayrshire at their statutory meeting 
in December refused to appoint members 
because of the way the recommendations 
had been dealt with by the Prison Com- 
missioners, and if any steps could be 
taken to remedy the present state of 
affairs? In his reply the Lord Advocate 
said he was aware the county council 
resolved not to appoint members to the 
visiting committee, but that no official 
intimation of the fact had been made 
to the Secretary for Scotland. As a 
matter of fact the Clerk to the Prison 
Commissioners was informed by letter, 
which he acknowledged. The Lord 
Advocate went on to say that the Secre- 
tary for Scotland did not propose to 
take any steps in the matter. He then 
asked the Lord Advocate if he was 
aware that the recommendations of the 
county council had never been inquired 
into, and the hon. and learned Gentle. 
man replied that some members of the 
council gave evidence before the Com- 
mittee, and if they were so inaccurate in 
their evidence as not to bring the recom- 
mendations before the Committee it 
was their own fault. They were not 
allowed to give their evidence because 
of the scope of the inquiry. This position 
of affairs was extremely unsatisfactory, 
and in the interest of the prison service 
it should not continue. It appeared 
to him to be setting this House at 
defiance. He trusted they would get 
some assurance now that full inquiry 
would be made into this condition of 
affairs, and that things would not be 
allowed to go on as they were. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said he con- 
curred with his hon. friend as to the 
desirability of choosing officers and 
men of high social position for appoint- 
ment to prison governorships. It seemed 
to him a matter of very great importance 
that the men should be inan unquestion- 
able social position, and if they looked 
at the governors they would find no 
complaint could be made as to lack of 
quality. He was a member of Lord 
Elgin’s Committee, and he understood 
that the hon. Member for the Ayr 
Burghs did not differ from them on 
the question that the points the visiting 
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the scope of the inquiry. The Com- 
mittee, therefore, had no right to go 
into them, but they indicated in their 
Report that there were questions 
they thought ought to be investigated. 
The Committee investigated certain 
charges made from various channels | 
against prison administration in Scot- | 
land, and he was glad to say that they 
found there was no foundation for them 
whatever. They found a very sound 
condition of things. 


They found that 
the prisoners were treated very well all | 
through Scotland, and they formed a 
very high opinion of the capacities of | 
the Chief Commissioners. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present—— 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said the Com- 
mittee formed a high opinion of the 
officials, and considered that the warders 
were more humane in the performance 
of their duties than was the case in 
England. Certain criticisms were made 
upon the system, but on the whole 
the Committee considered that the 
Scotch prisons were fulfilling their dreary 
purpose adequately. The Committee felt 
that the reference was limited in its scope 
to the actual conditions of life and of 
treatment, and that they were not free 
to deal with the wider questions which 
visits to the prisons necessarily brought 
to their minds. They saw how little 
discrimination could be made between 
the criminal ruffian who was there, and , 
the man who was merely in prison 
because he had failed to pay the fine for 
some absolutely non-criminal _ police 
offence. They found how little distine- 
tion could be drawn between the har- 
dened offender and the juvenile or semi- 
juvenile of eighteen. The Commis- 
sioners thought these questions needed 
more examination. They were not satis- 
fied with the rigidity of the present 
system. They felt that there was no 
danger of physical ill-treatment, and that 
they need not be afraid of the prisoners 
being starved or abused, yet they did feel 
that the existence was a dingy one, and 
that the reforming element had not 
sufficiently come into their life. They | 
felt that foreign ideas might wisely and) 
properly be considered in order to see. 
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whether they could learn anything irom 
other countries. In regard to that 
he was glad to see that the Chairman 
of the Prisons Board was paying a visit to 
the United States, and he hoped that 


on his return they might have his report 


published. 

The last report of the Board showed 
that a considerable number of the recom- 
mendations of the Inquiry Committee 
had been carried out, and the Prisons 
Bill contained a good many of the other 
recommendations of the Committee. He 
asked how much was being done in the 
way of properly training nurse warders, 
who would have to undertake in the 
prisons the care of those cases that were 
not grave enough to justify regular 
medical treatment in the hospital ? 
Hitherto the doctor had just gradually 


, trained a warder to attend to such cases, 


but the Commissioners considered that 
the English system should be adopted, 
and that a six months course of training 
should be given in the large prisons 
to some of the warders. He wanted to 
know whether anything could be done 
in regard to probationers. Probationers 
were treated as part of the staff, but, 
of course, for the first two months after a 
man came into the prison service he was 
of little use. In England they were 
treated as supernumeraries for some 
months. 

In regard to Duke Street prison he 
mentioned that the hospital accommoda- 
tion there was inadequate, and although 
something was being done to remedy 
that, a great deal more ought to be done. 
A sum of £250 had been put down for 
that purpose, but that would go but 
a very short way towards doing what 
was required. When the Commis- 
sioners were there they found that three 


ordinary cells had been run into one. and 


the place was used as a hospital. When 
the prisoners there were suffering from 
delirium tremens the noise they made 
disturbed other people. The Commis- 
sioners considered this was a_ wholly 


unsatisfactory arrangement, and the 
only excuse they found for | it 
was the cramped condition of the 
ground round Duke Street prison. 


He hoped that his right hon. friend 
would be able to say that as soon as pos- 
sible something more radical would be 
done than this expenditure of £250, and 
that an effective separate hospital_would 
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be established in Duke Street, where all 
the prison warders from the whole of 
Scotland could be trained. Then in 
Duke Street they found that the chapel 
was a wholly inadequate building, entirely 
un-ecclesiastical in design, and unfitted 
for the purpose for which it was intended. 
The only excuse for that was the diffi- 
culty in connection with the want of 
space. But if the Government were not 
willing to consider the possibility of 
moving the great women’s prison out of 
Glasgow and were determined to keep 
the prison in the middle of Glasgow, 
near the court house, they should obtain 
more land in the neighbourhood and 
make those changes, so as to provide a 
proper chapel, a proper separate hospital, 
and improved houses for the accommo- 
dation of the staff. Duke Street Prison 
was in fact starved in comparison with 
English prisons. In England one saw 
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fine buildings, beautiful chapels with a 
real ecclesiastical aspect worthy of any 
place, and when one compared these 
with the miserable penny-scraping erec- 
tions in Scotland one felt that the Scot- 
tish prisons, from one cause or another— 
it might be from the parsimony of the 


Treasury—were not sufticiently furnished 
for what was proper in public buildings 
of that description. Without any undue 
claims on the Treasury one might ask 
that more money should be spent on 
them. 

Another point on which the Commis- 
sioners made observation was in regard 
to the prison doctors. They found that 
these were over-burdened with work 
and underpaid ; the work was heavier 
on their shoulders than they could 
adequately perform. Some improvement 
had been made in this direction, but 
more and more the treatment of prisoners 
was getting to be a medical question, and 
more and more they must have doctors 
with modern ideas as to the treatment of 
criminals. They had also made a recom- 
mendation, which had not yet been 
carried into effect, that there should be 
a medical member on the Prisons Com- 
mission. That was the case in England 
and Ireland, and they thought that it 
should also be the case in Scotland, and 
it could be accomplished without any 
great additional expense. There was an 
inspector who was considered rather a 
superfluous officer under present cireum- 
stances, and he believed he might be 

Mr. Parker Smith. 


{COMMONS} 
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dropped and a medical man placed on the 
Commission, for many questions as to 
the treatment of prisoners should be 
decided by a medical officer who could 
speak with the authority of a member of 
the Commission. He wanted to know 
what was going to be done in regard to 
juvenile and semi adult prisoners. That, 
they regarded, as an important part of 
their inquiry. They found that the 
magistrates would not send boys to 
prison, and quite rightly ; and the Secre- 
tary for Scotland had the strongest 
objection to boys being sent to prison, and 
quite rightly. But how were they going 
to punish them? There was far more 
hope of the recovery from a criminal 
path of these youths from sixteen to 
twenty-one years of age than of older 
criminals. A special place for the 
separate treatment of these youths was 
required, like Petworth in England. 
Could they not find a prison in Scotland, 
even if it meant bringing all these young 
men from every part of the country, 
where this hopeful treatment might be 
applied to young prisoners separated 
from the older and more hardened 
offenders? If they had such a 
prison the magistrates would — be 
more willing to commit the youths, 
and these could be treated more effec- 
tually and with greater success than 
under the present system. What was 
being done to carry out the Inebriates 
Act! No sum appeared upon the 
Estimates for that purpose at all. It 
was thought to use Perth Prison for that 
purpose, but he did not believe that 
Perth was suited for the treatment oi 
inebriates. These ought not to be treated 
in a closed-in place ; they ought to be 
sent into some country place where 
they could work in the fields, as at 
Springfield. Another matter he wished 
to press on his hon. friend was the class- 
fication of prisoners. In the English 
Prisons Act very great power was givel 
in that direction. The second division 
was intended to be for non-criminal 
offences, and the court laid down the 
classification so as to secure separate 
classes and segregation. That system 
had been worked in England, and highly 
approved of by the English commissioners, 
and there ought to be no difficulty in 
its being introduced into Scotland. 
Various other points, he was glad to say. 
| were met in the Government Bill, which 
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he hoped would be passed, such as addi- 
tional visiting committees for the convict 
prison and for Perth Prison. It was pro- 
vided, he gladly recognised, that women 
might be made members of the visiting 
committee, for the commissioners found 
that it was women prisoners who were 
most susceptible to the influence of 
women visiting them. He was also glad 
to see that the Bill contained provision 
for the remission of sentences for good 
conduct in the case of all prisoners. 
What was a prison for? Most people 
would say it was to hold criminals in 
seclusion, and to punish them. But 
they had no longer a great criminal 
population. Serious crime was steadily 
decreasing both in England and Scotland, 
but the number of committals of pri- 
soners was rapidly increasing. These 
consisted of people who were sent to 
prison for trivial offences. They were 
received into prison, kept there, and 
were generally sent out in a better state 
of health than when they went in, but 
from a criminal point of view they were 
no better and no worse. The habitual 
criminals, on the other hand, went out 
ready to commit crime in the shortest 
time possible. But those who were really 
not criminals went out with a stigma 


of the prison upon them. The com- 
mittals were increasing to a_ terrible 
extent. In 1897 they amounted to 
51,000; last year they were 60,000. 


They had been increasing much faster in 
Scotland than in England. In England 
they had been standing still for many 
years. In 1898, in England, the number 
of people per 100,000 imprisoned on 
indictment was 25°7, and on summary 
conviction 470. But in Scotland the 
number who were sent to prison after 
full committal, which roughly corre- 
sponded to indictment, was 37°6 per 
100,000, and the number sent .sum- 
marily to prison was 1,356—that was 
very nearly three times as many as in 
England. The number of committals in 
Scotland in the last forty years had 
trebled, but at the same time the daily 
population of the prisons had remained 
very much the same, because the sen- 
tences had come down so much in that 
time. He did not believe anyone 
realised for what trivial offences people 
were sent to prison in Scotland. The 
average duration of the sentences in 
Scotland was only fifteen days, whereas 
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in England it was nearly twice as much- 


| Out of nearly 57,000 imprisoned in Scot- 


land, 44,000 were imprisoned for not 
more than a fortnight, and only 4,400 
for more than five weeks. The number 
of people sent to prison in Scotland on 
account of not paying fines was some- 
thing like 40,000. Out of 94,147 who 
were fined in Scotland in 1898, 58,320 
were fined in not more than ten shillings, 
and in half these cases the money was 
not forthcoming and the person was sent 
to prison instead ; and only 2,112 were 
fined in more than forty shillings. The 
offences were mostly drunkenness, com- 
mon assault, or offences against various 
police regulations. The figures were 
very striking. Out of 40,775 who were 
fined for breach of peace, 15,287 under- 
went sentence. Out of 22,629 who were 
fined for drunkenness, 14,215 under- 
went sentence. Out of 11,313 who were 
fined for miscellaneous police offences, 
4,169 underwent sentence. Now, in 
England far fewer people, in proportion, 
who were fined went to prison in default 
—only amounting to one-sixth as against 
nearly one-half in Scotland. Several 
reasons might be alleged why that was 
Some people said it was the thrifty 


So. 

habits of the Scotch, who preferred 
to work it out in prison’ rather 
than pay. He did not believe that that 
was the case. He thought that in 


Scotland they used the criminal law 
and the system of imprisonment for 
much too trifling offences, and that the 
tendency was increasing to a_ very 
dangerous extent in the way of enforcing 


new statutory offences, and in a new 
strictness in enforcing old offences. He 


sat lately on a Committee where one of 
the Scottish authorities asked power 
in a Bill for a month’s imprisonment for 
everyone who dropped a piece of paper 
on the street. Of course, the Committee 
did not pass that clause ; but that was 
a typical case. This was a matter 
that should be watched by the House 
with the very greatest care. These 
multiplied short sentences were abso- 
lutely useless, and did no good whatever 
to the prisoners. That was accepted 
by all prison authorities. It had been 


‘stated emphatically by all the Com- 


mittees which had sat on the subject, 
and by all other authorities, that it 
interfered very greatly with the discipline 
and the working of the prisons. Com- 
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pare, for instance, Glasgow and Liver- 
pool. There they had much the same 
class of population, but the number of 
persons who were taken into custody 
for drunkenness and breach of the 
peace in Glasgow was cight times more 
than those in Liverpool, although it 
could not be said that Liverpool was 
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better or worse in that respect than | 
sentences | 


Glasgow. Multiplied short 
were useless, and were no good to the 
individual, and were not necessary to 
good order. The offenders learned to 
despise the prison and he or she returned 
again and again. Last year in Scotland 
550 prisoners had been in prison more 


than fifty times, and four-fifths of them | 


were women. That was not a satis- 
factory position and could not exercise 
any reformatory influence. It made 


the prison discipline very difficult. The | 


only thing was, as one of the doctors 
said, to give them a smart saline purge 
and then let them out again. It was 


quite true that this was a matter of | 


magisterial and judicial discretion with 
which the House should not interfere ; 
but there was one thing which the Com- 


mittee pressed strongly, and which Mr. | 
Ruggles-Brise. in his most interesting | 


paper read before the Penal Conference 


at Brussels, urged, and that was that all | 
those who committed persons to prison | 
should be familiar with what went on | 


in the prisons, that they should visit the 


prisons and should form a judgment of | 


what effect the sentences they were 


giving were likely to have. It was 


more and more necessary when they | 


had got fresh ideas on classification 
introduced into practice. Magistrates 


who were in the habit of sending batches 


of people every Monday morning to | 


prison would then be much more | 
familiar with what went on in the 
prisons. 

[There were a good many things 


which might be remedied in admini- 


stration by those responsible for the | 
Improved | 


government of the prisons. 
classification would do a great deal. 
There was hope, also, in regard to 
juvenile and semi-juvenile offenders, 
and in the remission of sentences for 
good conduct. 
treated in a proper way, and for a long 
period of time in inebriate homes, the 
prisons would be relieved of one of the 
most hopeless classes of prisoners He 


Mr. Parker Smith. 


{COMMONS} 


Then if inebriates were | 


|for some offences. 
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also thought that they ought to increase 
the use of sureties. In regard to fines 
everything ought to be done in the way 
of accepting payments by instalments. 
Costs ought also to be reduced, because 
they often brought up a small fine to a 
very considerable sum. In Scotland 
they had a system of a man taking out 
| his punishment half in time and half in a 
|/money payment, which was working 
| very satisfactorily. He apologised for 
Com up so much of the time of the 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Committee, but he felt that he knew 
something about this subject, and that 
it was important that hon. Members 
should look into this matter each for 
himself and see what was going on. He 
| did not think that much patching in detail 
was needed, but it was of the greatest 
|importance that they should get into 
their minds that the prisons were 
‘comparatively little used for serious 
criminals, but as places for detention for 
people who had committed small offences, 
or who had been overtaken in a moment 
by an indiscretion—either by getting 
drunk, or in consequence of getting 
drunk, assaulting someone else, or 
using improper language which in their 
right senses they would not have used. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON said his hon. 
friend had very effectively used his ex- 
/perience as a Prison Commissioner. 
From his own experience he could cor- 
/roborate all that his hon. friend said 
‘about the treatment of prisoners. They 
were well found, well fed, and well looked 
after. What had struck him, as it had 
istruck his hon. friend, was the great 
number of people who were sent to 
prison in Scotland for small offences. 
In visiting Glasgow prison he found a 
boy who had been there for three weeks. 
| He asked him, ‘* What are you in for?” 
and the boy replied, ‘‘ 1 am in because | 
kicked a football in the streets.” Prob- 
ably the ball hit someone. He _ was 
bound to say that the local regulations 
in Glasgow were about the most strin- 
| gent and oppressive in the world. He 
| had been instrumental, when sitting ona 
| Committee which considered a Glasgow 
| Corporation Bill, in striking out,of it'a 
‘large variety of offences which would 


“cc 


‘have made life in Glasgow miserable, 
| if not absolutely intolerable. Then there 
| was a great inequality in the punishment 

There were many 
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good men, excellent in private life, who 
sat on the magisterial bench and who 
masqueraded as lawyers. The sentences 
which these bailies imposed were unequal, 
absurd, cruel, and harsh. He knew that 
poor women were bitter at the inequality 
of the treatment they received. Then, 
again, from their infrequent incarceration | 
a certain class of people got hardened, | 
and they much preferred to go to prison 
than to go to work. When they got out 
of prison on Monday they broke a win- 
dow on the Tuesday in order to be sent 
to prison again, where they were much 
hetter treated and were more comfortable | 
than in the workhouse. Prison doctors 
ought to be engaged to make a serious 
study of their profession. There was much 
complication in the cases with which 
they were called upon to deal, which 
made it difficult to tell whether a man 
was shamming or not. There should 
not be a hard and fast cut and dried rule, 
and every prisoner should be a special 
study for the doctor. He thought the 
hon. Gentleman was well advised in 
making the claim that a doctor should 
be a member of the Prisons Commission, 
not ;only called in to give evidence, but 
having an accredited position, which 
would enable his opinion to earry weight. 
There was a very mysterious condition 
of things which had been going on for 
some years ; one prison had been aban- 
doned and another built; that was, he 
thought, a great waste of public money. 
He could not see the reason of abandon- 
ing the prison at Perth and _ building 
another at Balmeney, which was shock- 
ingly overcrowded. Anybody who knew | 
anything about criminals would know | 
how dangerous it was to put two or 
three prisoners in one cell. Yet this was 
done at Balminy, while the Perth prison | 
stood empty. He hoped the Lord Advo- | 
cate or the Solicitor General for Scotland | 
would be able to give some explanation | 


of the matter. 
| 


*THe SOLICITOR GENERAL ror) 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr  Dicksov, | 
Glasgow, Bridgeton) said he could neither | 
complain of the manner in which this | 
subject had been introduced nor the. 
time which had been taken up in| 
discussing it, because everyone would | 
recognise the importance of the | 
question. The hon. Member for Ayr | 
Burghs had dealt with two matters 
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alone. In the first place, the hon. 
Gentleman had expressed his views as to 
the necessity of the governors of prisons 
being in the main drawn from the ranks 
of retired naval and army officers. That 
was a view with which the Government 
was entirely in sympathy, but it would 
be out of the question to say, so far as 
the governorship of prisons was con- 
cerned, that a hard and fast rule should be 
laid down which might result in the idea 
being generated in the minds of those 
serving in those institutions upon the 
ordinary staff that they were not en- 
titled to look forward to the highest 
positions which their experience en- 
titled them to occupy. So far as 
that question was concerned, the 
Government would not be backward 
in recognising the claims of retired 
officers, but each case would have to be 
treated upon its own merits. The 
Government did not at all accept the 
view of the hon. Member for Ayr Burghs 
when he said that the opinions of visiting 
committees were ignored, or when he 
contemplated the possibility of the visit- 
ing committee disappearing. He need 
hardly say that in the view ot the Govern- 
ment, and all those who had been con- 
cerned in the administration of prison 
affairs in Scotland since 1877, the 
visiting committee had carried out most 
important functions, and it would be 
most unfortunate if the idea got abroad 
that the views of such committees should 
be otherwise than entitled to the most 
serious and cordial consideration. It 
was regrettable that certain members of 
the visiting committee at Ayr should have 
entertained the idea that due regard was 
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not paid to their recommendations. He 


thought it was a mistake on their part, 
and that on further consideration they 
themselves would admit this. The 
duties entrusted to them were most 
important duties, and the recommenda- 
tions made by them so far as_ related 
to those duties were considered with 
all respect. It would, however, be in- 
correct to think that they had a roving 
commission ; the visiting committee had 
certain important duties committed to 
them, but necessarily there must be a 
limit, and he did not think the visiting 
committee themselves would desire to 
extend the scope of their duties beyond 
the very wide limits already ascertained. 
The hon. Member for the Partick Division 
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nad spoken with special authority upon 
this matter, having regard to the experi- 
ence he had gained, not only as a member 
of the Departmental Committee in the 
previous year, but in many other ways. 
He had spoken upon a good many 
matters of general importance. The 
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Departmental Committee presided over | 


by Lord Elgin did much excellent 


work, and the Government had been 
very quick to appreciate the value) 
of the recommendations they had 
made. The Report of the Com- 
mittee was only dated 26th May last 
year, and a great many of their 
recommendations had already been | 
carried into practical effect. This 
seemed to show that the Govern- | 


ment recognised that there was room 
for an inquiry, and they had determined, 
as far as possible, to carry out the recom- 
mendations made. He agreed with his 
hon. friend that the visit which the 
Chairman of the Prison Commissioners 
had made to America was likely to result 
in considerable advantage in the matter 
of prison administration in Scotland. 
There were a great many questions deal- 
ing with prison administration to which 
more attention had been given in 
America, and a better result had been 
obtained with regard to them than 
in this country, and he hoped that the 


Report on this question would be made 
public in the ordinary course, and 
that it would be of advantage to 


those interested in carrying out every 
improvement with regard to prison 
administration. The Prison Bill which 
was at present before Parliament was 
also so framed as to carry out further 
recommendations of the Departmental 
Committee. In particular, that Bill 
made provision for two of the most im- 
portant matters referred to by his hon. 
triend—namely, the classification of. 
prisoners and the remission of sentences 
for good conduct. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH said the classifi- 
cation he alluded to was the classification 
by the court. 

*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that that 
was a question which the Bill made pro- 


vision for, in as far as it gave the court | 
power, if they thought fit, to order a} 


prisoner on conviction to be placed in a 
particular class, and in that way it 


approached the standard of regulations | 


Mr. Scott Dickson. 


{COMMONS} 
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already existing in England. The ques- 
tion of the treatment of sick prisoners, 
and especially of the provision of adequate 


| nursing for them, had been considered 
‘and dealt with since the Committee 


reported, and very considerable ameliora- 
tion had been made in the condition of 
matters so far as that was concerned. 


_ He regretted that he was not able to deal 


with all the points raised by the hon. 
Gentleman, but not having anticipated 
them he had not looked up the detailed 
information to enable him to specifically 
reply as to all of them. With regard to 
the state of Duke Street prison, Glasgow, 
that had been under consideration by the 
Prison Commissioners since the Com- 
mittee reported. For instance, the state 
of the hospital had been under considera- 


' tion, with the result that alterations were 


to be made. With regard to the chapel, 
there was a good deal of difficulty in 
making improvements without further 
accommodation, so far as ground was 
concerned, than at present existed ; but 
the views of the Commissioners would be 
carried out as opportunity offered, and 
funds were included the Estimates 
for the coming year for that purpose. 
With regard to the remuneration 
of the medical officers, he thought the hon. 
Member would agree that so far as the 
most serious case was concerned it had 
been adequately dealt with. The question 
with regard to the appointment of a 
medical man as one of the Prison Com- 
missioners was one of more difficulty. 
The Committee would remember that 
at the present moment not only were 
there medical officers for all the prisons, 
but there was a very competent medical 
adviser to the Commiss‘oners. The ques- 
tionof requiring oneof the Commissioners 
themselves to be a medical man raised 
much larger issues, and he was afraid 
that the Government were not entirely in 
accord with the views of the hon. Member 
for Partick or the hon. Member for 
West Aberdeenshire. The recommenda- 
tion of the Committee, however, would be 
considered. The question of the treatment 
of semi-juveniles, or lads between sixteen 
and twenty, was a difficult one, and he 
hoped that the experience which Colonel 
M‘Hardy obtained on his visit to America 
would enable the Government to propose 
some practical scheme which would 
secure a better chance for the reclama- 
tion of these young lads than the present 


it 


are 
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system afforded. In regard to the; 
administration of the Inebriates Act | 


neither the Prison Commissioners nor the 
Government could do much—the initia- 
tive lay to a large extent with those 
who had to deal with the prisoner on 
conviction. Not much had been done in 
Scotland with a view to providing in- 
ebriate reformatories. Glasgow had pro- 
vided one, and the Government had 
thought it right, with a view to showing 
an example at any rate to local authori- 
ties, todo what they could in the matter 
as speedily and economically as possible, 
by making a portion of Perth Prison 
available for this purpose. As yet, how- 
ever, they had not succeeded in 
finding an occupant for that part of the 
premises. As for the number of com- 
mittals and sentences for small police 
offences, to which reference had been 
made, these were hardly matters with 
which the Government or the Prison 
Commissioners could deal, though the 
matter undoubtedly deserved considera- 
tion by those who had the duty of practi- 


cally administering the law. The 
observations which had been made 
on both sides of the House would, 


he had no doubt, be received 
with due regard by those responsible 
for the administration of the law. With 
regard to the question of costs he would 
only say that that abuse was not so 
flagrant in Scotland as it appeared to be 
in England, because under the Scotch 
system there were no costs at all in the 
vast majority of summary public prose- 
cutions, and that was a point in which 
the law of Scotland was in advance of 
that of England. The only other point 
to which he would allude was the sugges- 
tion of the hon. Member for Partick 
as to the desirability of magistrates who 
committed to prison visiting the prisons 
to see the sentences carried out. There 
was every desire that as many magis- 
trates as possible should frequently 
take the opportunity of visiting the 
prisons. The Commissioners and the 
Government would be in entire sympathy 
with the visitors. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON asked whether 
the hon. Gentleman could clear up the 
matter of the prison at Bulminy. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that that 
matter, as he understood, had been 
hefore the House on many occasions, 
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and he would ask his right hon. friend 
the Lord Advocate to deal with that. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member may say this question 
has not been satisfactorily answered, 
but I have myself during the last ten 
years answered it five or six times. The 
Perth Prison was originally a convict 
prison, but in late years, with the more 
enlightened views which were enter- 
tained with regard to the manner of 
treating convicts, it became evident 
that this prison was unsuitable for that 
work, because in that prison it was impos- 
sible to give the convicts work. There- 
fore the whole convict establishment 
was removed to Peterhead. Then there 
remained the other Glasgow prison, 
which was used for prisoners serving 
short sentences. It is quite true that 
the Perth Prison remained practically 
empty, because that prison is now used 
for female convicts, and owing to the 
decrease in female convicts it remained 
practically empty. 


Mr. CALDWELL thought that every- 
one would be gratified at the manner in 
which the Solicitor General for Scotland 
had answered the questions put to him, 
which left nothing to be desired. He 
thought the discussion had been a very 
full one, and in his opinion the Govern- 
ment were entitled to the Vote. 


fesolution agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 
Class II. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

That a sum, not exceeding £7,954, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1902, for the salaries and 
Expenses of the Office of His Majesty's 
Secretary for Scotland and Subordinate 
Office, and Expenses under the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, ineluding a Grant-in-aid of the 
Congested Districts (Scotland) Fund.” 


*Mr. WEIR moved the reduction of the 
Vote by £100 in order to call attention 
| to the failure of the Secretary for Scot- 
land to look after the interests of 
the Highlands and Islands. He hoped 
the Lord Advocate would give them 
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some information in regard to the Hydro- 
graphical Conference which was held last 
month at Christiania. He also desired 
to know whether the Secretary for 
Scotland had approached the Treasury 
for more money for cruisers to protect 
the interests of line fishermen round 
the coasts of Scotland. An efficient 
steam packet service for the Western 
Highlands was muoh needed. And 
during the five years which had elapsed 
since the Light Railways Act was passed 
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not a single light railway had been con- | 


structed in the Highland  crofting 
counties. It was the duty of the Sec- 
retary for Scotland to look into all 
these matters. Why did he not go to the 


Hebrides to see the actual state of things | 
He had brought up the) 
question of the congestion in the Island | 


for himself ? 


of Lewis time after time; memorials had 
been sent up, but no attention was paid to 
the condition of this island. 


Farm, and pointed out its suitability for 
the settlement of the people. More 
recently he called attention to the fact 


that the two large sheep farms in Kintail | 


were about to be cleared for deer, but 
the right hon. Gentleman told him that 


the Secretary for Scotland had no know- | 
Surely it was his | 
business to get some information from the | 
Instead of this the Secretary for | 


ledge of the matter. 


district. 
Scotland, it is said, applied to the Chair- 


man of the Deer Forests Commission of | 


1893, who resides at Brighton. 
The hon. Member then proceeded to 


deal with the congestion in the island of | 


Lewis, and read a memorial which had 


been forwarded by the parish council of | 


Stornoway to the Secretary for Scotland, 


which declared that the sufferings of the | 


crofters, squatters, and cottars due to 
this cause were indescribable, and urged 


that the Lewis fisherman ought to have | 


three to four acres of land 


house. The 


at least 
attached to his 


population of 30,000 nearly 5,000 men 
were connected in one way or another 


with the defence of the Empire, these 
grievances deserved to be inquired into. | 
That was the opinion of the members of | 
who | 


the Stornoway Parish Council, 
knew all the facts, and who lived on 
the spot. Yet the Secretary for Scotland 
hadapparently done nothing. He hoped 


Mr. Weir. 


{COMMONS} 


In 1898 he | 
brought forward the question of Croir | 


council | 
further urged that, seeing that out of a| 
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| the Secretary for Scotland would inquire 

into the matter himself, and not ignore 
appeals of this kind. Only yesterday he 
asked why it was that not a single yard 
| of land had been acquired in Ross-shire or 
in the Island of Lewis by the Congested 
| Districts Board. He was told in reply 
| that some twenty-eight or twenty-nine 
| lots had been offered in Stornoway parish 
| at the rate of 25s. per quarter acre. He 
hoped the Secretary for Scotland would 
go to that district; he would not only 
improve ;his knowledge of Highland 
questions, but also his health, and he 
would find in the Island of Lewis a purer 
air than in any other part of the king- 
dom. Why did not the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board acquire land for the people ! 
The Secretary for Scotland was the 
Chairman of that Board, which was 
established under an Act of Parliament 
having for its object the settlement of 
the people on the land, and £35,000 a 
year was set aside for that purpose. 
On the 31st of May last the Board hada 
| balance of £61,867. Why did they not 
spend the money! ‘This year’s grant 
would be £35,000, which would give close 
upon £100,000 available. 

These poor crofters, squatters, and 
cottars were not asking for doles. Money 
expended in settling the people on new 
holdings was not a gift, for it would be 
repaid by the people. It was very 
wrong that only £18,000 out of this 
£98,000 should be expended upon this 
object. In the Island of Lewis there 
had been no land acquired by the Con- 
gested Districts Board. He was a lover 
| of peace and order, and he wanted things 
to go on peacefully and comfortably in 
the Highlands. He sometimes wondered 
if the Secretary for Scotland was anxious 
to have a repetition of what occurred in 


1885 and 1886, when gunboats were 
sent down to the Highlands. Because 


‘the Board had not acquired land the 


law had been broken, and would be 
broken again. He was anxious to 


avoid conflicts between the people and 
the military. It was the Secretary's 
inattention to this matter that had incited 
these men to break the law. ‘There 
were nearly 2,000,000 acres of land 
scheduled by the Deer Forests Commis- 
| sioners as suitable for the people, and he 
| wished to know if the Congested Dis- 
| tricts Board had approached the pro- 
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prietors in order to acquire any of that | 
of landlords and big farmers. 


land. What was wanted was not a 
system of leases, but the settlement of the 
people on the land under the Crofters 
Act. They did not want leases at the 
expiration of which the poor people 
might be turned off land on which 
they had sweated and toiled to make 
fertile. That was not the object for 
which the Congested Districts Board 


was appointed. The hon. Member in- | 


stanced a case in which an attempt was 
being made to shift the crofters from a 
particular township to a place some 
miles off, the object being, as he con- 
tended, to make that township into an 
extended deer forest. The main purpose 
of the Board was the emigration of the 
people from the congested areas, but, 
amongst other matters, it had also powers 
to provide stallions. bulls, rams, and so on 
for the Highland districts. He was sorry 
to have to bring the bull into the arena 
of the House of Commons once more, but 
he felt bound to do so. The number of 
bulls required last year was sixty, but 
the Board were able to provide only 
forty-five. Surely the remaining fifteen 
bulls could have been secured in Ireland. 
The excuse of the Secretary for Scotland 
that the bulls could not be obtained was 
childish in the extreme. The Board 
conducted its operations in a most un- 
businesslike manner. In addition to 
providing bulls and rams, the Board 
was supposed to encourage the breeding 
of poultry, but in three years all that 
had been done in that direction was the 
provision of five cockerels and twenty- 
two hens. Another branch of the opera- 
tions of the Board was in connection 
with bees, and the result in this direction 
amounted only to twenty-four swarms 
ot bees and two extra hives. It was 
simply scandalous that although the 
Board spent each year nearly £900 in 
salaries, and £500 in travelling expenses, 
all that could be shown for it was about 
£18,000 spent for land, over and above 
the cost of forty-five bulls, five cockerels, 


twenty-two hens, and twenty-four 
swarms of bees. He hoped _ his 
Amendment would receive the sup- 
port of a number of hon. Members 
on the other side of the House. The 


Board had powers also for the purpose 
ot making roads, but instead of roads 
being made in districts where they would 


be useful to the people, they were too | 
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often made simply to suit the convenience 
A large 
number of passages might be quoted from 


'the report to show the miserable ineffi- 


ciency of the Congested Districts Board. 
The money set aside for the purposes of 
the Board, instead of now being expended 
for the benefit of the people, was 
hoarded up, and on the 31st March last 
there was a balance of over £61,000. 
As he stated when the Board was 
established, compulsory powers for the 
purpose of acquiring land were abso- 
lutely necessary, and until such powers 
ware bestowed the Board would continue 
to fail to secure land in certain districts. 
He appealed to the Lord Advocate to 
urge these matters upon the attention 
of the Secretary for Scotland, whom he 
was sorry not to see in the Peers’ gallery. 
These matters were discussed only once 
in the year, and his Lordship might at 
least have attended in order to listen to 
the debate upon these important matters 
affecting the Highlands of Scotland. He 
moved to reduce the Vote by £1,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £6,954 be 
granted for the said Service. — (Vr. 
Weir.) 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) 
desired to ask the Lord Advocate two 
questions, to which he hoped he would 
receive straightforward answers. The 
first was with regard to the appointment 
of a sheriff substitute for Lanark. The 
people of the ancient and royal burgh 
of Lanark, which he had the honour to 
represent, were very much dissatisfied 
because the burgh was not dignified by 
the permanent residence there of the 
sheriff of the county. According to the 
terms of his commission the sheriff was 
bound to reside in Lanark, but he was 
now allowed by the Secretary for Scotland 
to live in Glasgow. He believed it was 
said that a house could not be obtained 
in Lanark, but if the sheriff was directed 
to abide by the terms of his commission 
there was not the slightest doubt that a 
suitable house would be found. The 
second question he desired to raise was 
in connection with another ancient and 
royal burgh, which also he had _ the 
honour to represent, namely, that of 
Linlithgow. A procurator fiscal had 
been appointed at Linlithgow who, he 
was informed, was not a qualified law 
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agent. In reply to a question in the 
House it had been stated that this gentle- 
man had over thirty years experience as 
a deputy fiscal. That, however, must 
have been a mistake, because the Act 
under which deputy fiscals were appoin- 
ted was not passed until 1877. He 


desired to know why, when so many | 
properly qualified law agents applied for 


this position, this unqualified gentleman 
was brought from outside the burgh 
and pitchforked into the office? It 
should also be borne in mind that, not 
being a qualified law agent, this gentle- 
man was liable to a penalty of £50 for 
any legal business he might transact. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY under- 
stood that the hon. Member had to 
leave the House early, and therefore he 
would reply to his questions at once. 
With regard to the first point, the hon. 
Member was speaking of the sheriff- 
substitute and not of the sheriff. When 
the Act of six or seven years ago was 
passed there was not a sheriff-substitute 
resident in Lanark ; most of the Lanark- 
shire sheriff-substitutes resided in Glas- 
gow. During the time of the late 
Government, in consequence of the great 
amount of work thrown upon the 
sheriff-substitutes by the Fatal Accidents 
Inquiries Act, it became absolutely neces- 
sary to appoint an additional sheriff- 
substitute. The Treasury consented to 
the appointment, and, as it had long 
been known that the people of Lanark 
were anxious to have somebody residing 
there, although the authorities were 
aware that most of the work would be in 
Glasgow, they consented to it being 
arranged that the gentleman appointed 
should live in Lanark. This stipulation 
was accordingly stated in the commission. 
The gentleman appointed, however, was 


not a new officer, but was transferred 
from another district. He was trans- 
ferred “ between terms.” when it was 


impossible for him to get a house suitable 
for a sheriff-substitute to live in. He 
therefore asked permission from the 
Secretary for Scotland, who referred the 
matter to the sheriff, to live for the first 
year in Glasgow, where practically the 


whole of his work was, while he was 
looking out for a suitable house in 


Lanark. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON dissented from | 


Mr John Wilson. 


{COMMONS} 
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the statement that all the work was in 


Glasgow 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY con- 


tended that most of the work was in 
Glasgow, so much so, indeed, that the 
last occupant of the office applied again 
and again for transference to Glasgow 
altogether. There was no intention on 
the part of the Secretary for Scotland to 
alter the arrangement made when the 
appointment was first agreed to. With 
regard to the second matter referred to 
by the hon. Member, a procurator-fiscal 


i had recently been appointed at Linlith- 


gow, but the patronage of the appoint- 
ment was not with the Government. 
Procurators-fiscal were appointed not 
upon his (the Lord Advocate’s) recom- 
mendation to the Secretary for Scotland, 
but by the sheriff. The only grounds 
on which it was in order to refer to the 
matter at all on the Vote before the Com- 
mittee was that the Secretary for Seot- 
land had a veto in case of the appoint- 
ment of an improper person. It need 
scarcely be said that the discretion of 
the sheriff was never interfered with 
unless it was feared that an entirely 
improper person was being appointed: 
in fact. he had never known a case in 
which that veto had been exercised. The 
sheriff appointed this gentleman, from 
among many candidates, because both 
he and the local sheriff-substitute had 
been entirely satisfied with the manner in 
which he had done the work of deputy- 
fiscal for the last six years in the same 
court. The hon. Member had rather 
given the Committee to understand that 
this gentleman had been brought from 
somewhere far away from Linlithgow. 
and that nobody knew anything about 
him, whereas the fact was that he had 
proven himself to be a useful public 
servant, and had served in that particular 
court for six years to the entire satistac- 
tion of the sheriff himself. More than 
that, he had had thirty-three years ex 
perience as deputy-fiscal. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON asked whether 
the Lord Advocate was not aware that 
the Act under which deputy-fiscals were 
appointed was passed in 1877, so that he 
could not have had thirty-three years 
experience. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he 


was not aware of anything of the sort. 
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The Act under which deputy-fiscals were 
appointed under present conditions was 
passed in 1877, but before that it was a 
matter entirely for the sheriffs, and the 
office of deputy-fiscal had been in exist- 
ence for the last 200 or 300 years. This 
gentleman had testimonials from sheriffs 
under whom he had served in different 
parts of Scotland. It was true that he 
was not a qualified law agent in the sense 


. 


of having passed the Law Agents’ Ex- 


amination, but he was practising long 
before the Act under which those 


examinations were held was passed ; and, 
as a matter of fact, the law agents’ quali- 
fication had never been required for a 
fiscal at all. There were several other 
deputy-fiscals who were not qualified 
law agents. The point was that the 
gentleman knew his business thoroughly, 
and had had a very long experience, and 
the idea that, with these testimonials, the 
Government could interfere with the 
action of the sheriff was altogether out 
of the question. With regard to the 
liability to penalty, the particular Act 
by which that liability was imposed had 
been repealed. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON read from the 

Stamp Act of 1891 a list of acts for the 
committing of any of which an un- 
qualified person was liable to a penalty 
of £50. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY pointed 
out that a deputy fiscal did none of the 
things which the hon. Member had 
mentioned. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said that some 
of the fiscals in Scotland did. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: lf 
this deputy fiscal practises 
Mr. JOHN WILSON again rose to 
speak. 
*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
We really must have one speech at a 
time. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY’ said 
that this deputy fiscal had what was 





called ‘restricted employment,” and 
it he engaged in other practice he 


would be liable to the penalty ; but the 
present Stamp Act, in the view of the 
law officers of the Crown, had absolutely 
no application to the office of fiscal. 
He had thought it well to go into this 
matter fully, as otherwise an injustice | 
would have been done to a gentleman 
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who had been a very estimable public 
servant, and one who ought not to be 
spoken of as having been pitchforked 
into his position. 

*Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) de- 
sired to call attention to the operations 
of the Congested Districts Board, especi- 
ally in the western islands. The ques- 
tion was a very serious one, and the 
present state of affairs had given rise 
in his constituency to a great deal of 
discontent and unrest. He approached 
the subject in no unfriendly spirit, for 
he recognised that the Board had done 
a very great deal of good work. His 
complaint was that enough had not been 
done, that what had been done was not 
done in time, and in some cases it had 
not been done in the right way. If 
one read between the lines of the report 
it would be seen that the Board them- 
selves believed that enough had not been 
done. The work of the Board consisted 
in trying to improve stock and agricul- 
ture ; in carrying out of public works 
in the shape of piers, roads, and so on ; 
and the settling of people on the land. 
The last-named duty was the most 
important of all, but the Board appeared 
to think it the least important. They 
had not realised the intensity of the 
desire of the inhabitants to occupy the 
With regard to the improve- 
ment of stock, he could not speak of 
the manner in which the duty was 
earried out, but he could assure the 
Committee from his own observation 
that there was very great need for 
it, and the work was one to. which 
the energy and enterprise of the Board 
well be devoted. The 


might very 
work of the Board with regard to 


piers was a most important one, for 
the purpose of improving the conditions 
of life in the islands. It was very desir- 
able that more rapid means of com- 
munication should be established, and 
he only wished the Board could give 
some assistance in making the postal 
communication in the islands more 
effective. With regard to the building 
of piers, he knew one pier which had 
been built through the assistance of the 
Board to which there was no access by 
either sea or land. There was no road 
to the pier, and the approach from the 
sea was so dangerous that it was very 
seldom that boats of any size could reach 
it. He appreciated very highly the 
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work of the Board with regard to roads. 
They had made many excellent roads, 
and in Harris alone they had been the 
means of making a good many miles of 
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footpaths, which were of great service | 


in enabling school children to get to 
school, and otherwise in improving the 
means of communication. But of the 


methods of carrying out their operations | 


he could not speak with so much ap- 
proval. In this connection, he desired 
to read an extract from a letter he had 
en 

‘As an illustration of the manner in which 
this work is occasionally carried out, the 
Factor of an estate was asked to meet one of 
the Supervisors of the Board to arrange abouta 
road which was to be made. The 
arrived on the ground only to find that the 
Supervisor had been sent without any in- 
structions whatever, although the road had 
been surveyed by three different engineers 
before that, and they had received two different 
estimates. It took two days to reach Loch- 
maddy to wire for instructionsand to return, the 
instructions being to do the best they could, 
and those two days besides all the previous 
labour were wasted and thrown away.” 
That was a practical criticism of the 
methods by which the works were 
carried out. While they must have the 
greatest respect for the Board in some 
ways, the inspectors they employed were 
not exactly the kind that were needed. 
The most important work of the Board, 
and the work which would yield the 
best return, was the settling of people 
on the land. The Board seemed alto- 
gether to fail to realise that the people 
were so anxious to get on to the land, 
to till and to occupy it ; they did not 
appreciate the gravity of the situation. 
The Lord Advocate had more than 
once said that it could not be expected 
that those who broke the law would 
get anything. That was a very proper 
observation, but when the Committee 
knew the facts of the case they would 
probably wonder whether after all the 
crofters were the proper persons to be 


in the dock. In Barra it required 
eight years of constitutional agitation 


and a general rising to draw the attention 
of the Congested Districts Board to 
the condition of the people. At present 
there was a great opportunity to settle 
people on the land in those parts on 
reasonable terms. Sheep farms were 
not now profitable, and the landlords 
were very willing to treat. 


Mr. John Dewar. 


|for them 
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{on these farms they would be devoted 
| to deer, and he was anxious that they 
should be occupied by men and women 
‘rather than by deer. In England 
the difficulty was to get the people to stay 
on the land; in Scotland there was a 
great population which was anxious to 
settle on the land, and it was the duty 
of the Board to make it as easy as possible 
to do so. In order to show 


the benefit to the country of having 


Factor | 


men and women on the land, he would 


| give a concrete case which had come 


under his own observation. The parti- 
cular case to which he had referred was a 
farm in the Western Hebrides which had 
been let at a rental of £120 per annum. 
The farmer’s profits might be put at 
another £120, and there were six 


|labourers employed at £30 a year each. 
| That made a total of £420 a year as the 


; return to the country 


His fear | 
was that if the people were not settled | 


from that land 
used as a sheep farm. ‘That farm was 
‘now in the occupation of twenty-four 
crofter families, each of whom paid a 
rent of £5, making £120 in all—an 
amount equal to the rent previously paid. 
But each of those crofters was earning 
from crops and stock at least £30 a year. 
This made £720 altogether, or a total 
return of £840 as against £420. Then, 
to look at what Mr. Kruger would call 
the moral and _ intellectual return, 
he would refer to the Borve settlement, 
on the estate of Lord Fincastle. 
There were on that settlement several 
men serving His Majesty in the Army 
or Navy or Naval Reserve; five of 
them at the front, and there were two 
young men from the district studying 
for the learned professions. The Com- 
missioners say :— 

“Mr. E. K. Carmichael, C.E., who acted for 
us in arranging the holdings, and who is 
familiar with crofting life in the Long Island, 
visited the Borve settlement in November last. 
He has submitted a report on the condition in 
which he had found the settlers; in the course 
of that report he says :—‘I expected to see a 
considerable change, but I was not prepared 
for so great an improvement as had been 
wrought, not only in the place, but in the 
peopl e. A great part of this improvement is 
undo ubtedly due to the splendid road the 
Congested Districts Board are making. The 
crofters have, however, drained the land 
allotted to them, so that even in this 
wet season it seems quite a _ different 
place from the bog through which one 
waded last year. Two of the crofters had 
erected ‘‘ white” houses, and a number of 
others have put up houses in which they live 
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in the meantime, but which will be converted | Instead of acting on the report of their 
into byres and barns when they have had time | 5wn committee, the county council, at 
to build more permanent dwellings. | : ‘ rs aC ie 
“<The people themselves are greatly im- | meeting on the 21st October, 1897, 
proved. Always a fine, independent set of men, | carried a motion referring the parish 
. s . . ‘ e e 

they have now gained more ‘enthusiasm and | council to the Congested Districts Board, 
more life, and a good deal of friendly rivalry | sithough, in view of Lady Catheart’s 
has sprung up among them.’ peecoy ‘y ee thelend ti sini : 
“Mr. Carmichael assures us that the people | refusal to sell the land, the county council 
are doing their best, and that ‘the changes in| only had power to acquire it compul- 
the last _— forecast a great success for the | sorily. The Congested Districts Board, 
Borve settlement, benefitting the proprietor no | he believed, replied to that effect. The 
less than the tenant. | : es Felon 
county council, on the 5th May, 1898, 

In the cases he had _ mentioned | sent to the parish council a series of ques- 
the work had been well done, but he | tions, some of which the parish council 
wanted more of such work done by the| could not answer, and replies to the 
Congested Districts Board. What had) others might have been given by their 
been done in these cases had been done | own committee who made the investiga- 
upon the initiation of the landlords; | tions. No action having been taken 
and why had the Congested Districts | by the county council, the parish council 
Board not done more with the balance | |aid the whole matter before the Con- 
of £60,000 which they had in hand?! gested Districts Board. The next ap- 
There was only one case for which the pearance of the county council is, claiming 
Board deserved credit, and that was the | £37 15s. from the parish council to pay 
case of Barra, and the result in this case | the expenses of their deputations to 
was largely due to the personal influence | jnyestigate the matter. In view of the 


of Lord Balfour. , hopelessness of getting the request for 

The whole of the Island of Barra be-| jand for erection of decent houses, the 
longs to Lady Gordon Catheart, and there | eottars and crofters made their demon- 
isa large population on the island living | stration last autumn. At this crisis 
under conditions which would not be) Lord Balfour brought his own personal 
tolerated if they were nearer public influence to bear on Lady Gordon 
opinion. They have petitioned Lady | Cathcart, and induced her to sell 3,000 
Gordon Catheart tor years to = them acres to the Congested Districts Board. 
land, not so much for cultivation, 
ilthough they desire that also, as for the 
erection of decent and suitable houses. 
On the passing of the Allotment | 
1892) Act they presented a petition 
to receive the benefits of that Act, ; ; 

F , . “ T fear that the cottars of the east side have 
and the creation of the parish been treated to rather less than half a loaf, as 
council they approached that body, all the decent arable land on the east side has 
who investigated their case and wrote | been retained by the Macgillivrays, and a croft 
lady Gordon Catheart’s factor, in July, | of purely hill-grazing will never answer for 
1895, asking if Lady Gordon Cathcart | their needs in the matter of potato ground and 

Ba cad +. grain crop. Of course it will relieve congestion 
would voluntarily give the necessary | ¢ someextent, even on the east side, and the 
land. The factor, in his reply of the | west side people will come off allright, but really 
%th August, asked particulars, which | they would have needed about another 
were given in a letter of the 29th January, thousand acres oe a a eae 
1896. This letter he believed was never — Ne 
answered. ‘The parish council eventually Why did the Board in this case wait for 
applied to the county council to put | an outbreak—for they had oo pee 
the provisions of the Allotment Act in| which they now possessed in 1892, and 
foree. The application was received | this agitation had been going on for 
vith disfavour, but ultimately a com-| eight years, and yet the Congested Dis- 
nittee was appointed to investigate the | tricts Board did nothing to get the land 
dreumstances on the spot. This com- | until the people defied the law ? ; 
nittee was supposed to be prejudiced | The disturbance in Barra led to tur- 
against the application, but after their | ther disturbances, and he would give 
‘xamination they reported unanimously | briefly the history ot the North Uist 
in favour of it on 29th September, 1897, | case. The estate belonging to Mr. 


This is said to be not nearly enough. 
The constitutional agitation had been 
going on from 1892 at least. In another 
letter he had received from Barra, the 
writer stated— 
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Campbell Orde has been in the market | 
some time. The neighbouring crofters | 
said it was extremely suitable for a 
crofters’ settlement, and it was occupied 
sixty years ago as a crofters’ settlement. | 
On the matter being brought before the 
Congested Districts Board they got a 
report which said that it was not suitable 
for a crofters’ settlement. Nothing 
will make the crofters who know the 
locality believe this, and they took pos- 
session of the farm. The Congested 
Districts Board have sent one of the 
Crofters’ Commissioners to give another 
report, and they thus had another case 
of respectable, peaceful citizens being 
compelled to break the law to obtain 
justice. The Congested Districts Board 
had done excellent work in carrying out 
crofter settlements on the estates of Sir 


Arthur Orde, Viscount Fincastle, and 
also, he believed, on the — estate 
of the Duke of Sutherland: but in 


every case those settlements were due 
to the initiation of the landlord, and not 
to the Congested Districts Board. So 
far as he knew, the only case in which 
the Congested Districts Board deserved 
credit for having tackled this question 
was the Barra case, and that was due, he 
believed, almost entirely to Lord Balfour’s 
personal exertions and influence. 

In the Scouser case the Crofter Com- 
mission was so restricted that, although 
they were convinced that sheep should 
be substituted for cattle, they had no 
power to enforce their decision. The 
landlord offered another site, but the 
erofters declined to go there, although 
they offered to go to Scorriebrick, which 
was another part of the same estate, 


and was part of the land scheduled 
as suitable for crofter holdings by 
the Deer Forest Commission. He 


wished to impress strongly upon the 
(Committee the importance of this work, 
and he thought it was their duty to urge 
the Congested Districts Board to do a 
great deal more in this direction. The 
Board was composed of excellent men. 
Lord Balfour was chairman, but he 
was the busiest man in Scotland, and 
could not be expected to give personal 
attention to all these matters. Sir 
Colin Scott Moncreiff lived in London, 
three of the members lived in Edin- | 


burgh, one in Mull, one he thought | 

in Sutherlandshire, and another in| 

Brighton ; and the circumstances were 
Mr. John Dewar. 
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secretary only gave part of his time to 
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such that it would be difficult for the 
Board to have many conferences. The 


the work, being employed in the Exche- 
quer Office in Edinburgh. It seemed to 
the hon. Member that it would be a very 
much better arrangement to have a man 
who would give his whole time to the 
work, and who would go about finding 
out where the shoe pinched, in order to 
draw the attention of the Board to the 
matter. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON | (Leith 
Burghs) said the Report was not alto- 
gether satisfactory. It was a disappoint- 
ing Report, and all the more disappoint- 
ing because the Board was composed on 
the whole of very good men. Certainly 
Sir Kenneth Mackenzie, who had just 
been lost by the Board, was an able, 
kindly, and energetic man. He believed 
that member’s place would be well filled 
by MacLeod of MacLeod. With such a 
Board, one would have expected more 
in the way of results. He thought the 
Board had frittered away its resources. 
It had taken up a great number of 
different matters, some of which had 
been gone into at considerable length by 
the hon. Member for Ross-shire. But 
the chief object of the Board was to settle 
the people on the land. He was not one 
of those who thought there was an un- 
limited amount of land available for that 
purpose. Although he might be singular 
in the opinion, he thought that a large 
population might be maintained on the 
land over a great part of the Highlands 
more readily by timber-growing than by 


crofting. In Lewis and other parts of 
the Hebrides, to which reference had 


been made, a large population could be 
maintained in comfort where there was 
ready access to the fishing grounds and 
landing places. He could state from his 
own knowledge that there were many 
parts in the outer Hebrides which could 
be used by crofter fishermen, and which 
had been put into large farms. Appi 
rently difficulty was found in obtaining 
these sites. What had been done was 
very largely due to the efforts of two or 
three landlords who desired to help the 
Congested Districts Board. Work had 
been done in Sutherland and Strath- 
naver, and also by MacLeod of MacLeod ; 
but where they wanted to extend the 
system of crofter holdings it had been 


1144 








1145 


found 
in th 
and } 
the ] 
powel 
respec 
quate 
work 
becaus 
to dea 
the al 
cases, 
its mo 
ways, 
not th 
institu 
ing li 
with « 
stock, 
with a 
but st 
which 
not er 
as tot 
availal 
the er 
Was Ol 
amoun 
outbre: 
because 
given t 
some e! 
the dec 
very m: 
it migh 
they w 
tenance 
they co 
a pity i 
not bei 
the Bo 
facilities 
*Mr. 
must sa 
dealt w 
in the 
shown I 
the dut 
much e 
I want 
general. 
rather s 
the prir 
Congest 
the peo) 
course, 
It is one 
in so far 
so, but » 





1144 


- the 
The 
le to 
cche- 
d to 
very 
man 
the 
ding 
Tr to 
. the 


ith 
alto- 
oint- 
oint- 
d on 
inly 
just 
able, 
eved 
filled 
ch a 
nore 
the 
rces. 
r of 
had 
h by 
But 
ettle 
one 
un- 
that 
‘ular 
arge 
the 
ands 
n by 
s ot 
had 
d be 
was 
and 
his 
any 
ould 
hich 
pp 
ing 
was 
QO or 
the 
had 
ath- 
0d ; 
the 
een 





1145 Supply—Civil 
found that the land was not dealt with | 
in the same spirit as on the Sutherland 
and MacLeod estates. The members of 
the Board were of opinion that the | 
powers granted by the Act were in some | 
respects inadequate; they were inade- 
quate in respect to the larger farms. The | 
work of the Board had largely failed 
because they had not compulsory powers 
to deal with the more pressing cases. In 
the absence of powers to deal with such 
eases, the Board had been left to spend 
its money in a vast number of different 
ways, useful no doubt, but which were 
not the purposes for which the Board was 
instituted. They found the Board erect- | 
ing lighthouses, making roads, dealing | 
with questions of the improvement of | 
stock, erecting meal mills, and dealing | 


| 


with a great number of useful subjects, | 
but still outside the primary work for | 
which the Board was instituted. He did | 
not entertain any exaggerated opinion | 
as to the amount of land that was really | 
available for the purpose of extending 
the crofting area, but he held that there | 
was on the west coast a considerable 
amount. It was unfortunate that the 
outbreaks referred to should take place | 
because compulsory powers had not been 
given to the Board. He thought that to 
some extent they should be able to check | 
the decline of the population. It was not 
very marked on the west coast as yet, but 
it might come at any time. He believed 
they were all concerned in the main-_ 
tenance of as large a rural population as | 
they could in the Highlands, and it was | 
a pity if this should be neglected through 
not being able to deal with land where 
the Board had not been able to get | 
facilities from the proprietors. 
*Mre. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
must say that if all matters which are 
dealt with by criticism were discussed 
in the temperate and generous spirit 
shown by the hon. Member for Inverness 
the duty of replying would be a very | 
much easier one than it sometimes is. | 
I want to say a few words upon the 
general question. In the first place it is 
rather surprising, I think, to hear that 
the primary object of the work of the 
Congested Districts Board was to settle 
the people on the land. I do not, of 
course, wish to dispute about phrases. 
It is one of the great objects of the Board 
in so far as the Board see their way to do 
so, but the primary object was to deal 
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with the congested districts in whatever 
way they could best help them. I 
humbly think that the matter of settling 
people on the land is rather unduly 
magnified by hon. Members opposite ; 
not magnified as to the desirability of 
doing it if it can be done, but magnified 
in judging the Board, who, after all, must 
be judged according to their resources 
and opportunities. [I would remind 
hon. Members that it is perfectly obvious 
that if the idea was to remove congestion 
wherever there is congestion by means 
of enlarging the holdings of the people, it 
would require money, but of course the 
amount of money at the command of the 
Board would be absolutely and entirely 
inadequate, I could not help thinking 
that there was a strong condemnation 
of such a policy in the remarks of the 
hon. Member for Ross-shire. Taking 
Lewis as an example, he complained of 
what had been done for that island. He 
said it was absolutely necessary that the 
fishermen should have holdings of four 
acres. The hon. Member made himself 
the mouthpiece of the district council at 
Stornoway. He knows perfectly well 
that the population of Lewis is such that 
we could not do it. Of course it would 
be perfectly impossible to remove con- 
gestion in that way. I cannot think, so 
far as the experience ot the Board is con- 
cerned, that the want of compulsory 
powers has anything to do with the 
question. I will tell hon. Members one 
or two points that have to do with it. 
Remember the class of people we have to 
deal with. They want small holdings 
and they object very strongly, as a rule, 
to removing very far from the neighbour 
We have to 
consider this fact. You cannot expect, 
as a rule, that any landlord would be 
willing to what I may call pick out the 
eyes of his estate in order to give portions 
suitable for small holdings and keep the 
other portions, which are either unsuit- 
able for that purpose or are already 
under crofter tenure and therefore not 
suitable for sale. On the other hand, 
if you wish to buy whole estates it is very 
seldom that you can get one entirely 
composed of land suitable for those small 
occupancies. If you take all these things 
together, it is not every place that is at 
all suitable for the furtherance of the 
object you have in view. I claim for the 
Congested Districts Board that they 
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really have done their best, and I am 


Supply—Civil 


bound to say that I think they have had | he asked a question, which I can answer 


a good deal of testimony to that effect 
from the hon. Member for Inverness. 
It was rather significant certainly when 
he was speaking on the general question, 
and wished to point out to the House 
how much it would benefit the country 
if we were to put people instead of sheep 
on the land, that he should take a case 
for illustration which had been actually 
carried out by the Congested Districts 
Board. I am not quite sure that I see 
eye to eye with him in his arithmetical 
problem, but it is enough for me that 
when he urged what was best for the 
interest of the country he should take 
one of the actual results that had come 
from my noble friend’s hand in the Con- 
gested District Board. I think hon. 
Members will be surprised to hear that, 
as a matter of fact, | have before me, more 
or less, particulars of thirty-six different 
estates or parts of estates as to which 
there have been negotiations. Of course 
I am not going through these, for obvious 
reasons. 

I would like to say a word or two on 
the questions of resettlement and migra- 
tion which the hon. Member brought 
specially before the notice of the Com- 
mittee. The hon. Member for Ross- 
shire complains that nothing has been 
done at Croir. I think he is aware that 
althoughthe Board were anxious to obtain 
the settlement of crofters there, a lease of 
the farm had been given by the pro- 
prietor. 

Mr. WEIR said the people applied 
for the land long before the lease was 
granted. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Not 
so far as the Congested Districts Board 
were concerned. 

Mr. WEIR: Your information is not 
correct. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member and I must for once dis- 
agree, 

Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON : The point 
is that land is not to be got in Lewis. . 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Of 
course holdings at Stornoway were re- 
fused. These were fens, and not farms. 
I pass on to say something of matters at 
Barra. 

Mr. A. Graham Murray 


The hon. Member for Inverness | 
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| has referred to what has been done, and 
/as to why the whole of the farm has riot 
been bought. It could not be bought 
because, as a matter of fact, the farm is 
at this moment running under long lease. 
The tenants were so anxious to get pos- 
session of the farm that they offered to 
buy the whole estate, so that really it 
was a very good compromise for “the 
Congested Districts Board to be able to 
buy a considerable amount of the land. 
They did this after an arrangement had 
been mutually come to between the land- 
lord and the tenants, because that meant 
that they got the tenants to give up the 
leasehold rights over the farm. The 
inducement given to the tenants was 
that they were enabled to become pro- 
prietors of another portion of land on a 
neighbouring farm. 

1 wish hon. Members would look at 
the Report, because it is exceedingly in- 
structive to know what are the diffi- 
culties which are met with in dealing 
with the people themelves. The hon. 
Member for Inverness gave a_ perfectly 
fair account of the proceedings at Sconser, 
but he did not read out the whole con- 
demnation of the place from the medical 
point of view. He knows, and any 
member of the Committee who reads the 
Report will see, that practically the out- 
break of typhus was due to the insanitary 
conditions of the place. The township 
is entirely overshadowed by a hill over 
2,000 feet high. The offer made was, 
as the hon. Member for Inverness ad- 
mitted, a most generous one, and yet as 
a matter of fact none of these people 
would move to another place. It seems 
to me that their action may be regarded 
as similar to that of a man who, if he 
received what you would call a generous 
offer of a house in Whitechapel, would 
reply, “I will take a house in Belgrave 
Square.” 


Mr. CALDWELL: The Lord Advocate 
is omitting to make any reference to the 
fact that the crofters gave special reasons 
why they pref rred another place. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : I know 
those reasons perfectly, and if the hon. 
Member will read page 8 he will find 
the reasons on the other side. The 
reasons of the crofters were very in- 
adequate, I have not the slightest hesi- 
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tation in saying. There, again, is an;can keep up the road is the district 
illustration of the difficulty you very; council. 

often have in dealing with people of this; I have gone through somewhat rapidly 
class. They are not as a rule very! and under pressure of the circumstances 
anxious to migrate, but if you look for| of the hour the various points raised 
more land in their own immediate neigh-! hy hon. Members. I believe the true 
bourhood it is not always possible to find | justification of the action of the Con- 
it, What I am anxious to show is that gested Districts Board will be found by 
the Congested Districts Board are con- | a perusal of the Report, and I would be 
tinuously keeping their eyes open to perfectly willing to rest the judgment 
acquire any property of a suitable kind. | of those who read it against the vague 
It is not every property that is suitable, | declamation of the hon. Member for 
and although it is perfectly easy to in-| Ross-shire. The composition of the 
dulge in general condemnation at the ex- | Board has been admitted to be individu- 
pense of the Congested Districts Board, | ally excellent. Something has been said 
as the hon. Member for Ross-shire has | about there not being a secretary giving 
done, he must consider their oppor-| his whole time to the work. Well, the 
tunities, and that they have done their | Secretary for Seotland was of opinion at 
best according to their circumstances. the outset, and experience has not made 

I think a great deal of the most valuable | him alter the conviction, that it would 
work of the Board is in other directions | }e much better not to have the whole 
than migration. They have been doing | time of a man, but, if necessary, to send 
a great deal in connection with the) man to report on various parts. If 
development of agriculture and stock. you had the whole time of a man there 
If hon. Members are interested in this Would. in one sense. not be enough for 

. > , fon] 

they will find that the Report tells them him to do, and in others there would be 
in detail, and they will see that the Con- | to9 much. He would occupy a great 
gested Districts Board has done a great deal of his time not in proper secretarial 
deal of good in this direction. The rm work, but by turning himself into an 
Member will pardon me for reminding jnspector. He cht i r ve 
iis tone tacks Ms wat’ commenel swear: aecretane always av aod. 
about the number of cockerels, but he | quarters, and to get the necessary supple- 
entirely forgets that a sitting of eggs,| mentary information by particular in- 
which under ordinary circumstances spections in other hands. Experience 
eventually means stock, is as important has shown that he has not come to 
as the distribution of live poultry. 1) wrong conclusion. On the question 
want to say a word about roads. The of Jand, I think the hon. Member has 
hon. Member for Ross-shire made the’ }een misled as to the meaning of the 
very general accusation that these roads Ajlotments Act. It has only been in 
were not made in the interest of the existence for three years, and | quite 
country at all, but in the interest of the goree with the hon. Member for Inver- 
landlords and big farmers. ness on this matter. 

Mr. WEIR: I said that in too many, [t being midnight, the Chairman left 
cases while the roads were seemingly for! the Chair to make his Report to the 
the benefit of the people they were for the | [[oyse. 
benefit of ee landlords _ siactgapiomy a eee reported upon Mon- 
Barn A. penis — RRAY a hese day next ; Committee also report pro- 
roads are not undertaken except upon | oregs - cnr a ca 
the recommendation of the istrict | gaaikaeialatiis tines nineke cua aemae 
council. Although the hon. Member! ACTORYfAND WORKSHOP ACTS 





has referred to a road in the island of | AMENDMENT (EXPENSES). 
Barra, | must say that that particular | Considered in Committee. 
road was recommended by the district (In the Committee.) 


council of Barra. It is quite obvious | 

that there is not the slightest use of | Motion made, and Question proposed, 
making a road ina district if, immediately | “‘ That it is expedient to authorise the 
after that, the road is not to be kept up in | payment, out of moneys to be provided 
the district, and the only authority that | by Parliament, of any Expense incurred 
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by the Secretary of State in any inquiry 
under the provisions of any Act of the 
present session to amend the Factory 
and Workshop Acts.”—(Mr. Secretary 
Ritchie.) 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report  pro- 
gress; and ask leave to sit again. “— 
(Mr. Patrick O Brien.) 

*THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rrrcnie, 
Croydon): I hope the hon. Member will 
not object. The Bill merely authorises 
the payment of necessary 
connected with holding an inquiry under 
the new procedure set up by the Bill. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
On former occasions we passed this sort 
of thing without a resolution of the 
House. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Committee to sit again upon Monday 
next. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
ACT, 1900 (RULES). 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry 
W.): I wish to draw the attention of the 
House to the rules recently issued by the 
Board of Education in Ireland. I trust 
I will be able to show to the satisfaction 
of the House that these rules are entirely 
unfair to the welfare of the people of 
Ireland, and entirely contradictory to 
the recommendations issued by the 
recent Commission which held an in- 
quiry into the working of the Education 
Act in Ireland. Before I go into these 


rules and explain to the House the par- | 


ticulars [| wish to remedy, perhaps it 
would be useful to point out the way in 
which the Board, which has given us 
these rules, is appointed, and to show the 
qualifications which they have for the 
work entrusted to them, and the con- 
sequences also which result to our coun- 
try from the inadequate and insufficient 
way the work is done. In Ireland most 
of our Departments are managed by a 
body of men nominated by the Lord 
Lieutenant. We have two education 
boards—an Elementary Board and an 
Intermediate Board. The Elementary 
Board consists of twenty men, and it is a 
strange fact that only one of these repre- 
sents the great majority of the people of 
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| claim for our country that the education 


system — primary and _ intermediate— 
should be placed on a proper footing, so 
| that the people of Ireland whose children 
| are interested in the welfare of the whole 
country, should have something to say 
| in regard to the framing of the education 
jlaws. Unfortunately that is not the 
}ease. The Catholics, who form three- 
fourths of the population of the country, 
‘have only one representative on the 
| National Education Board. But worse 
ithan that, in every selection that has 


| been made men professing Nationalist 





principles, no matter how eminent they 
| may be as educationists, are passed over! 
'Is that the way to make the people of 

[relandconfident in the education system, 

No, it is not. It is strange that we in 

Ireland are treated in all matters affect- 

ing our welfare—material, educational, 
;and national—in a manner directly 

opposed to the veriest elements of con- 
stitutional government. ‘The _ treat- 
ment given to the Irish language in the 
rules now before the House is no excep- 
tion to this autocratic, hostile, and insult- 
‘ing system of mis-government. Surely 
the time has come when the education of 
our country—from the primary school to 
the university—should no longer be 
prostituted to party bigotry or race 
hatreds, but should be conducted in 
such a manner as will ensure its com- 
manding the approval and support of our 
people by men who are in thorough 
sympathy with the people's pressing 
wants, and have given practical proof of 
their desire to remedy them. 

At the beginning of the twentieth cen- 
tury, Ireland, with her people by nature 
intelligent and desirous of education, is, 
as a consequence of Castle Boards, in a 
condition of poverty which is a disgrace 
to any Government, is absolutely without 
the means of giving her children that 
technical training which would make 
their lot in the world afterwards better 
and more secure, is, in fact, a quarter of a 
century behind in the present struggle 
for existence. All this is directly and 
solely attributable to the disgraceful way 
in which the various education systems 


‘in Ireland are used, not for the improve- 


ment of the people according to their own 
ideas, or along lines initiated by them- 
‘selves, but to crush the individuality ot 


Ireland. Surely it is not too much tothe race, to quell ¥the sentiment ol 
| 
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patriotism, to blot out all knowledge of 
and love for the past of their country, 
to bring about an ignorant, submissive, 
and spiritless uniformity so congenial to 
incompetent and unscrupulous rulers. 
Such has been the policy of the National 
Education Board. How far it has been 
successful in its main object can be 
judged by the presence on those benches 


of men openly and avowedly disloyal. | 


How far it has been successful in erush- 


ing out education, in making Ireland sto xy 
‘affirmed that for the mental training 


unfit for Irishmen, the Chief Secretary 
himself has admitted. This Board and 


the Intermediate Board are nominated | 


by the Lord Lieutenant. Most of the 
members of both Boards are men having 
no knowledge whatever of the working 
of elementary education; they have 
neither time nor inclination to devote to 
the subject ; all, with one or two excep- 
tions, are bitterly anti-Irish. The feel- 
ings and wishes of the people of Ireland 
are openly flouted in those appointments 
ina manner which would not be tolerated 
in any other country. Fancy any 
system of government in a civilised and 
free country appointing boards to manage 
questions of such vital importance to the 
nation’s future welfare, and refusing to 
appoint more than one man in a body 
of twenty of the same political views as 
the great majority of the Lrish people ! 
It is intolerable and disgraceful that the 
future of our children should be in the 


hands for ever of incompetent, irre- 
sponsible, negligent, — hostile — Castle 
Boards. It is intolerable and incon- | 


sistent with good government that the 
future of Irish education should be in 
the hands of a bigoted minority, for it is 
an undoubted fact, which must be 
seriously grappled with, that the great 
majority of the Irish people have no 
voice whatever—except through$ the 
single exception of the most Rev. Dr. 
Walsh—in framing, administering, or 
improving the present educational 
systems of their country. | challenge 
anv man to find in the most enslaved 
or worst-governed country in the world 
a parallel to the wholesale flouting of 
the people's wishes which is shown in 
Ireland; and I challenge the Govern- 
ment to defend it on any grounds except 
as a hopeless pandering to the narrow 
bigotry of an insignificant minority. 
Let me illustrate what I have said by the 
rules recently issued by the Intermediat« 


| Board) In the old 
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, Education Board. A few years ago a 


Commission was held to inquire into the 
working of intermediate education in 
Ireland. During the course of the 
inquiry evidence was taken as to the 
advisability of giving the Irish language 
a better position than it previously 
occupied. The leading scholars of the 
Continental and even English universities 
spoke in the highest terms of the value 
and antiquity of the literary treasures 
stored in the Irish language; they all 


resulting from the study of two languages 
Irish was at least equal to French and 
German, while to the Irish child, whose 
national language it is, to whose mind 
it naturally appeals with far greater force 
than either French or German, to whom 


‘it is the embodiment of pride of race, of 


distinct nationality—they asserted it was 
from the educational standpoint of far 


greater importance than any other 
language. Alone amongst the univer- 


sities of the world Trinity College stood 
in hostile opposition to the language 
of the country, whose educational 
destinies are for the moment in its hands. 
Since its professors were ignorant of the 
language which European scholars had 
studied for years, they must needs insult 
both the language and the people who 
spoke it. To them, who were ignorant 
of it, it was “silly, indecent, etc.” to 
European scholars who had studied it 
in their universities and by the shores 
of Arran, it was “ beyond any modern 
language as an educational medium.” 
Yet, in face of the convincing and con- 
clusive case made out in favour of the 
Irish language at the Commission, we 
find that again the bigotry and intoler- 
ance of the ignorant professors of ‘Trinity 
prevails, and the unanimous demands 
of the Irish people, backed as it is by the 


unprejudiced expert opinion of — the 
greatest living European scholars, is 


insultingly spurned by the Trinity 
professors who rule the Intermediate 
programme, Lrish 
was handicapped by being allotted a 
smaller number of marks than any other 
subject. In the new programme the 
system of favouring special subjects by 
means of marks is abandoned, and an 
apparent equality established between 
all subjects. By an insidious move the 
Board, while pretending to favour Lrish 
by doing away with marks, and by 
making it an honour subject, have really 
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attempted to crush Irish out altogether | that the language is in an even worse 


from the Take, for | 


programme. 


instance, the programme for the pre- | 


paratory grade. The essential subjects 
are English composition ; one of either 
French, Latin, or German ; arithmetic, 


drawing, or English, and any other 
subject. The only chance for Irish 


is as a nondescript subject. 

In the preparatory grade we find that 
the compulsory subjects are English 
composition ; either French, Latin, or 
German ; arithmetic, drawing or English, 
and any other subject. In examining 


this matter it is well to remember that a | 
student on entering upon this programme | 


sees before him a course of four years ; 
he also sees the possibility of gaining 
a scholarship of £20, £30, or £50 a year ; 
and he learns from this programme 
that in order to obtain an exhibition in 
the ordinary literary course he must 
take up French or German. If he takes 
up the literary course he will be coi- 
pelled not to take up Irish at the com- 
mencement. If he takes the classical 
course he must take up at the beginning 
Latin and Greek, and will therefore 
be prevented from taking up Lrish, 
because there are four compulsory sub- 
jects and one optional, and the one op- 
tional includes in both the classical and 
the literary course either modern French 
or German. In the science course for 
exhibitions he has in the same way to 
take up subjects which will preclude 
the possibility of his taking up the Irish 
language. Therefore, at the very outset 
of his course us an intermediate student, 
if he ambitions to be a prize winner or 
an exhibitioner—and surely every young 
Irish child will so ambition—he 
pelled to lay aside the language which the 
Commission of a few years ago unani- 
mously recommended should be placed 
on better terms in the new programme. 
This better treatment has been unani- 
mously demanded by the Trish people, 
by their representatives in Parliament, 
by the Catholic hierarchy in’ Ireland 
assembled at its synods. by the county 
and district councils, by a band of young 
Irishmen all over the country, and by 
the Gaelic League, numbering over 200 
branches. Still, in the face of this 
unanimous demand, in the face of the 
conclusive case made out for it, we find 
in the programme just issued, from 
which we expected better treatment 


Mr. Thomas O’ Doineil. 


Is COll- 


and inferior position than before. It js 
to remedy this state of things that [| 
have taken the liberty of addressing the 
House to-night. Ona previous occasion 
I quoted extracts from various Conti- 
nental scholars showing the beauty of the 
language, the literary treasures em.- 
bodied in it, and its value to Lrishmen 
if we wish to train and develop their 
natural abilities. Yet the Board which 
this House, through its representative 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, has 
nominated to attend to the educational 
requirements of our people, disregards 
the public opinion of Ireland and the 
unanimous demand made on behalf of 
this language to the Commission, and 
places Irish in a worse position than it 
even occupied before. 

I come now to the second part of my 
Amendment. At page 24 the pro 
gramme says— 

* To be eligible for prizes and examinations 
in Group L, students must reach the Honour 
standard in Greek and Latin.” 
Therefore, according to that, 
Latin in the Irish school programme 
are made practically compulsory for 
those who wish to take up the classical 
course. But while French and German 
are practically made compulsory the 
‘language, which is a modern language. 
demanded by the Irish child, and whieh 
is demanded by the Irish people, is rele 
gated to a position of obscurity, and 
shut out altogether. This is a disgrace. 
It is intolerable. and it is a thing which 
Irishmen are not prepared to submit to. 

[ trust that this appeal of the re- 
presentatives of the Lrish ca will 
receive the favourable consideration of 
hon. Gentlemen op posite. But sup- 
posing it does not receive favourable 


Creek and 


consideration, and supposing the re 
actionary attitude taken up by the 


Intermediate Education Board is backed 
up by this House, we are determined. 
after having taken so much trouble to 
revive the language we love, which is the 
language of our ancestors, not to fall back 
in the struggle. We mean to make 
lrish a living language and an educa- 
tional medium, and surely hon. Members 
opposite do not wish that opportunities 
for improving the people and_ raising 
them socially and intellectually should 

kept away from them. ‘The Board 
has taken a reactionary step, and [ trust 
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they will not be supported. Men are 
appointed to administer education in 
Ireland, not because they are experts, 
not because they are prepared to pay 
attention to the drawing up of schemes 
suitable for the people, and not because 
they are in sympathy with the people. 
but because it is known and an admitted 
fact that they are the humble servants 
of the permanent officials. They are 
appointed to those positions because it is 
known that instead of devoting their 
time and attention and their energy and 
enthusiasm to this vital question they 
will sit down and do nothing, and leave 
matters entirely in the hands of the 
permanent official. England would not 
tolerate such a system for a moment, 
for she would not permit her educational 
system to be administered by a body of 
old, discarded, fossilised. and useless 
judges and lawyers. Irish is put in com- 
petition with a host of subjects, many 
of them far easier for the pupil, many 
absolutely essential in after grades if he 
wishes to try for prizes. While Greek 
and Latin are made practically compul- 
sory in the classical group, and French 
and German in the modern group, 
lrish—the language of our people, which 
can be thoroughly learned and used in 
after life by all the students, to the 
majority of whom French and German 
will afterwards become dead or useless 
languages—-is not thought worthy of 
being mentioned by name. It is rele-| 
gated to a position of obscurity ; it 
cannet be touched until the pupil has 
taken up three other languages, and 
under such circumstances it is impos 
sible to expect either masters or pupils 
to take it up. This inferior position | 
given to our national language by a/| 
Board wholly irresponsible, hopelessly | 
anti-lrish, is a thing which Irishmen 
will not now tolerate. The time 
passed when Irishmen silently submit. to | 
such wanton outrages on their national | 
sentiments and desires; and if the 
Government intend to back up the 
Board in their utterly indefensible posi- 
tion, and refuse to accede to the very | 
moderate demand made in the Amend- | 
ment, then the time will have arrived 
tor all Lrishmen who respect their country | 
and their race, who are not prepared 
to submit to be shuffled about, kicked, | 
and insulted by every enemy of their | 
Tace, to take a resolute stand and direct 








has | 


| tion, 





E 1901} (Lreland) Act, 1900, Rules. 1158 


their energies not to getting concessions 
or alms from those who will never listen 
to justice or reason, but will submit 
to organised national opposition—the 
time will come, in fact has already come. 
when Irishmen should hurl these Boards 
from the power they have so long abused, 
and take into their own hands the edu- 
cational destinies of their people. I beg 
to move the resolution standing in my 
name. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I rise to 
second the motion which has just been 
moved. Most Members of this House 
are aware of the radical and revolu- 
tionary change which has been inaugu- 
rated in the whole intermediate educa- 
tional system of Ireland, and I desire to 
say at the very outset that those of us 
on these benches, who repres nt the 
majority of the people, recognise in that 
change, so far as its general provisions 
are concerned, a great reform, which 
we welcome as one of the greatest steps 
that has been taken in recent days— 
| might say for generations—towards 
establishing a tolerable system — of 
education for the Irish people. We feel 
deeply grateful to those men who were 
instrumental in starting this change. 
The controversy, as the Chief Secretary 
and those who had examined the Amend 
ment of his hon. friend were already 
aware, turned that night solely on the 
question of the position given to the 
Irish language in the new programme, 
although there were other points open 
to criticism. I wish to say that in my 
judgment it would be impossible to 
exaggerate the importance of this ques- 
The feeling in [reland among 
those for whom the Members on these 
benches spoke is intensely strong, and 
the disappointment at the provisions in 





'the new rules issued by the Education 


Board is bitter in proportion to the 
expectations which have been aroused 
in the minds of the people. Now, | 
wish it to be clearly understood that 


our demand is not that the study of the 


Irish language should be made com- 
pulsory in any school or on any scholar, 
but that it should, in the programme 
of intermediate educational system in 
Ireland, be placed on a level of equality 
with any other language. That prima 
facie should appeal to the common 
sense of the House of Commons. It is 
a very serious matter, because the 
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people of Ireland will not be content 
with any rules or programme which 
place the Irish language in a position 
inferior to that of any other language. 

We wish no superior inducements or 
superior authority for the Lrish language. 
That is a very moderate claim, and the 
feeling of the mass of the people of Ire- 
land is so intensely strong upon it that 
if that demand is refused there will be 
a very fierce agitation. In the new 
Code, so far from an improvement being 
made on the old system, which has 
been made the subject of complaint 
in the House of Commons, followed 
by still more violent complaints in 
Jreland, the Irish language has been 
placed in a much worse position. I see 
the Chief Secretary shake his head, but 
that is the universal opinion in Ireland. 
The process has been done in a very 
cute and cunning way. It is true that 
according to the old Code the same 
number of marks is given to the Lrish 
language as to French and German, and 
that under the new Code the same 
number of marks is given to all subjects. 
The programme is so constructed as to 
shoulder out Irish from the preparatory 
course, and to pursue it throughout 
with a mark of inferiority. An extra- 
ordinary preference is throughout given 
to German and Greek over Latin, French, 
Italian, Spanish, and Lrish. Why should 
that be so? I vield to nobody in my 
admiration of the German and Greek 
languages, but it is a monstrous thing 
that a Board appointed to educate the 
Irish people should give such a sub- 
stantial preference to those languages. 
In the preparatory and most of the 
other grades, you can pass with a mini- 
mum of forty marks in most subjects, 
but for German and Greek you require 


only thirty. Our first claim is that 
Irish should be accorded the most 
favoured language treatment. | should 


prefer that all languages should be 
placed on the same level, and the school 
authorities thus given a fair choice of 
the subjects they would take up. But 
if a preference is to be given to any 
language or languages, such as is here 
given to German and Greek, there will 
be an irresistible claim from Ireland 
that the Irish language should have 
equally favourable treatment. 

As to our second claim, I turn to the 

Mr. Dillon. 
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programme of the preparatory grade 
‘which is vitally important, because it 
stands to reason that any subject or 
subjects taken up by the student in 
the preparatory grade will be carried 
by him through the whole of the course. 


In the preparatory grade a_ student 
must pass in five subjects—-English 


composition ; Latin, French, or German; 
arithmetic, experimental science, draw- 
ing or English, and one other subject. 
The only way in which Irish can be 
brought in is under that last head, 
and there it stands in competition with 
Greek, German, Italian, Spanish, algebra, 
and drawing. Is that just to the Irish 
language ? In the first place, it is 
not mentioned at all, and four other 
subjects have been made obligatory 
before it can be selected. Therefore, | 
say, that inasmuch as Greek is a pre- 
ferred subject with a bonus of ten marks 
in its favour throughout the course, 
and inasmuch as Greek is in the classical 
side of all the higher classes an essential 
subject for exhibitions, that programme 
is framed with the deliberate object, 
and certainly the undoubted effect, of 
squeezing Irish out altogether in the 
preparatory grade, and if it is squeezed 
out there there is no chance whatever 
for it in the other grades. We see in 
this the result of a crusade which has 
been undertaken deliberately by a large 
section--by a majority, as [ am in 
formed—of the members of the Inter 
mediate Board, who represent the openly 
avowed spirit of Trinity College, Dublin. 
This is an extremely serious matter. The 
hon. Member opposite spoke contemptu- 
ously at the idea of giving the same 
number of marks for Irish as for German 
and French. If our Amendment. is 
accepted in these rules it will still be open 
to any student in Ireland to ignore the 
Irish language without incurring the 
smallest disability. We do not pro 
pose to impose the smallest disability 
by our Amendment upon any student 
in Ireland; all we ask is that the 
‘student may not be put under 4 
disability by taking it up. [ was talking 
to a great educational expert in [reland 
‘the other day, and he said that in his 
judgment and from his own experience 
‘he would almost say that any subject 
which children took up with an interest 
had an educational value, in proportion 
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to the interest it excited in the minds of 
the children. If you notice that, for 
whatever reason, a body of children take 
up something that will arouse their 
interest and stimulate_ their minds I 
think it ought to be put forward as a 
permanent item in any educational 
course. I could quote educational 
authorities from a great many foreign 
countries who have expressed themselves 
strongly in favour of the teaching of 
Irish. Considering the fact that the 
young children are studying this lan- 
suage with enthusiasm and mastering it, 
this ought to be sufficient to convince the 
Government that the Irish language is 
one of great educational value to. the 
people of Ireland. What is the meaning 
of all this animosity? Why, if the 
children desire to learn the ancient lan- 
guage of their country, should they be 
prevented from doing so? These rules 
are part of an avowed policy in Ireland 
to wipe out the Irish language from the 
school, and I attribute this policy largely 
to Trinty College. I have here the 
evidence of Professor Atkinson, who said 
before the Commission that he objected 
to Irish because it was not of sufficient 
value to justify them in retaining it. 
Professor Atkinson also held a further 
objection that Irish literature was so 
dirty and indecent that it was dangerous 
‘to allow an Irish child to understand its 
own language. I contend, on the same 
line of argument, that the study of Greek 
is also dangerous for the same reason. 
The object of the new rules is to exclude 
Irish, and these provisions are the skil- 


fully drawn arrangements and plans of , 


Trinity College for wiping out Irish 
altogether. This is the policy 
pounded by Professor Atkinson. 
We have nowa perfectly clear issue be- 
fore us. On the one side you have this 
wretched system of irresponsible nomi- 
nated boards. We have been told that 
Archbishop Walsh is on the Board, but 
he may be in a minority. The situation 
is that you have on one side a board 
nominated by the Lord Lieutenant and 
in no sense representative, and on the 


other side you have the unanimous | 


demand of four-fifths of the Irish people, 
who represent the vast majority of the 
children for whose benefit this system 
of education is intended. What will be 
the consequences ? What will be the 


pro- | 


‘Education Board 
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result if this demand is refused 2? Do not 
let hon. Members opposite lay the flatter- 
ing unction to their souls that this debate 
will be the last. If this demand is 
refused the Chief Secretary will be face to 
face with a fierce agitation which will 
increase in vehemence until the demand 
is granted. I remember raising this 
question five vears ago, and the President 
of the Board of Trade, who was then 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, made a not 
altogether unsympathetic speech on that 
, oceasion, but he treated the matter as 
one in which nobody took very great 
interest. I think that since then he has 
seen cause to change his mind. I warn 
the Chief Secretary that if this moderate 
demand we are now making is refused 
there will be immediately an agitation 
against the existence of the Board—an 
agitation of a formidable character— 
and for the handing over of the inter- 
mediate education of Ireland to a board 
representing the people. I certainly 
should not be sorry to be the mouthpiece 
of the demand which we will be compelled 
to put forward to sweep away the Board 
altogether as an obstruction to education 
in Ireland and a difficulty in the path 
of the Irish people. If the Chief Secre- 
‘tary desires to give this new reform a fair 
chance—and I confess I desire to give it 
a chance—I would urge upon him to use 
his influence, which we know in this 
, matter can be used with effect, to induce 
those gentlemen to moderate their ardour 
against the Irish language, to give the 
Irish people local option in this matter, 
to grant the moderate demand now 
made, and to place the Irish language in 
such a position that pupils in Ireland 
will not be damnified or endangered or 
| pulled back in the educational race by 
the fact that they have chosen Irish in 
'the preparatory grade of the inter- 


| mediate examinations. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That this House disapproves of the 


Rules of Examination of the Intermediate 
for Ireland, 1902, 
unless they be amended in the following 
particulars :— 

1. In preparatory grade, substitute 
‘Trish, Latin, French, German,’ for 
present group * Latin, French, German.’ 

2. In all grades in Modern Course, 
substitute ‘Irish, French, or German,’ 
for ‘French or German,’ 
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3. In all grades in Grammar School | 
Course, substitute * Irish, Greek, French, 
or German,’ for * Greek, French, or | 
German.’ 

4. In Rule 34, line 9 of Rule, insert 
after ‘Standard,’ ‘in two of the three | 
following: Irish, French, or German.’ | 


5. That the percentage required for 
pass in Irish be 30 per cent. as is the case 
ingGreek and German; 25 per cent. 
for a pass in the honour course, the 
standard now required for Greek and 
German.” —( Mr. Thomas U' Donnell.) 


*The CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpbHam, Dover): The 
hon. Member for East Mayo concluded 
his speech with two propositions. The 
first was that unless the House assented 
now and forthwith to impose these five 


Amendments upon the Intermediate 
Education Board there will be an 
agitation throughout Ireland for the 


abolition of the Board, and that he will 
be prepared to head the agitation. The 
other proposition with which he con- 
cluded his speech was that at the same 
time he desires to give a fair trial to the 
new reform which this Board has 
initiated. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gentle 
man has misunderstood me. What I 
said was that I believed the Members on 
these benches (the Irish Members) would 
be compelled, whether they liked it or 
not, to head the agitation. 


£*Mr. WYNDHAM: I shall not debate 
that point now, but I would ask whether 
that is a reasonable way in which to treat 
a scheme prepared by a board of experts, 
and from which many people, including 
the hon. Member, expect a great deal of | 
good. I think the hon. Member and 
some of those who agree with him are | 
under a slight misapprehension. The | 
hon. Member read the evidence given | 
by Dr. Atkinson, and if I followed his 
argument accurately, he held that the, 
majority of the Board saw eye to eye | 
with that gentleman and showed no| 
consideration whatever for the minority | 
of the Board. I do not think it would | 
he proper or fitting to go behind the | 
united action of the Board, and I do not | 
think that the picture which the hon. | 
Member has drawn of what had _ been | 
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as there are on that Board high-minded 


gentlemen who are experts in educational 


matters, and so long as they act together, 
the House is bound to defer to their 
opinions. The hon. Member dwelt on 
the educational value of the Irish lan- 
guage. I had the opportunity not so 


|long ago of also dwelling on the educa- 


tional value of the Irish language, and | 
adhere to every word [| then said, but 
the hon. Gentleman will recall that | 
did on that oceasion draw a distinction 
between the teaching of an Irish speak- 
ing child through the medium of the 
Irish language, and the question before us 
—namely, the degree and place that 
should be given to Irish as a subject of 
secondary education. The hon. Mem- 
ber said that the rules had been con- 
trived in order to squeeze out the Trish 
language, although he admitted it was 
given as many marks as any other 
subject. The general principle on 
which the Board had acted, it seems 
to me, is that every child is to take 
up two large subjects with a choice 
of another ; and in that choice Irish is 
included. If the child goes in for a 
literary career or a grammar school 
course, it will take up Latin and Greek 
or Latin and French, or Latin or Greek 
and German, which have a cosmopolitan 
educational value. But when that is 
done it is at liberty, nay, it is encouraged 
to take up the study of the Irish lan- 
guage. The hon. Member said that he 
had arrived at the conclusion that under 


' these circumstances the child would not 


take up Irish, but I believe that it would, 
and the whole of my argument showed 
that it is not advisable to come to so 
rapid a conclusion on the merits of this 
question, especially when we have 
just received a report from — such 
eminent authorities, and to tell these 
gentlemen face to face that they are 
wrong and that we = are right. 
We cannot treat in this way the body 
has been 
delegated, and who act entirely from 
public spirit, without remuneration. 
The hon. Member who introduced the 
discussion pointed out that there is one 
Board which deals with elementary 
education, and another which deals with 
secondary education. As I pointed out 
a little while ago, neither the Government 


going on was a true picture, So long | nor the House has any direct control 
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over even the Board which deals with 


elementary education, and I under- 
stood one hon. Member to express a 
preference for that Board over the Inter- 
mediate. Speaking of elementary educa- 
tion. we are, perhaps, more entitled 
to express our views there, particularly 
on the question of children who speak 
Irish and do not speak English. 
Administration comes in. We can say 
that we cannot educate these children 
unless the teacher understands Irish. 
On that point the hon. Member for 
Waterford asked me whether there 
would be a teacher of Irish appointed 
at the training college, and I am glad 
to be able to inform him that the National 
Board has decided to make such an 
appointment. But I do distinguish 
that question somewhat sharply from 
the question we are now discussing. 
Qn the question of secondary education 
the delegation must be fuller if any good 
is to be secured. You cannot put up 
such men as compose this Board— 
many of them enjoying the confidence 
of hon. Members who have spoken 
to-night—such men as Archbishop Walsh. 
Dr. Molloy, Professor Starkie, and 


Father Findlay—I say you cannot dele- | 
gate such a subject as this to such men | 
as these, and then claim the right to! 
' was put upon the Order Paper I thought 


criticise their every action at 
turn. 


every 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: We 
did not delegate the subject to them. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: If that is the position 
of the hon. Member, of course his motion 
goes « good deal further than appears 
on the face of it, because it then becomes 
a motion for the constitution of some 
other authority. I cannot embark on 
that subject to-night, but I do not believe 
that even the hon. Member has ready 
anv alternative for these twelve gentle- 
men, who really discharge their duties, 
ax is admitted by the hon. Member for 
East Mayo, upon every point other than 
this in a way which receives the appro- 
bation of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
That. IT say, is admitted even by those 
who have criticised the action of the 
Bourd most severely, and the following 
statement was recently published by the 
(Gaelic League—a statement by Dr. 
Douglas Hyde, who. I think, has sup- 
VOI. XCY, [FOURTH SERIES. | 
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plied « good deal of the ammunition 
for this debate— 

“We believe it to be a serious, well con- 
ceived, and courageous effort in the right 
direction.” 

If you can get that from any body of 
men in this imperfect world, I think you 
have a great deal to be thankful for. I 
do submit that it is a mistake, while 
this scheme is almost damp from the 
| press, to put down five Amendments, and. 
to state that if those Amendments are not 
accepted vou want neither the Board nor 
their scheme. It must be remembered 
that the Viceregal Commission was ap- 
pointed in 1898, and sat until August, 
1899: upon that Commission were 
educationists whose authority hon. 
Members opposite will acknowledge : 
their Report was submitted to the Inter- 
mediate Board, who, after working for 
another vear and a half, came torward 
in June of this year with these new rules 
and this examination programme. 

I could argue this question on its merits 
if it were not so intricate, and | could 
tuke up some points made by the hon. 
Member who moved this Instruction, 
and by the hon. Member for East Mayo. 
I prefer. however, to read to the House 
what the Intermediate Education Board 
said upon this Instruction. When it’ 


it only right to communicate with the 
Board, and to ask for any observations 
which they might desire to make upon 
it. These are the observations of the 
Board— 


‘The Board have been most desirous, in the 
preparation of the programme for 1902, to 
encourage the study of the Irish language, as- 
far as can be done consistently with the general 
interests of education in the country. They 
have accordingly placed this subject in a more 
favourable position than it has’ previously 
occupied, especially in these two respects :— 
(1) The study of the Irish language counts as 
much towards exhibitions and prizes as the 
study of any other language; and (2) the 
teaching of the Irish language counts as much 
towards school grants as the teaching of any 
other language. 

“The Board will be prepared, after some 
experience of the practical working of the 
changes now introduced, to consider what 
further steps may be taken to encourage the 
study of the Irish language. But having 
given full consideration to all the evidence 
laid before the recent Commission, and having 
taken into account the imperfect resources at 
present available for the teaching of Irish, 
they do not think it desirable, in the general 
interests of education, to do more in this 

° 
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direction, at present than they have done in 
the programme now before the House of 
Commons.” 
With reference to the fifth point in the 
Instruction, and the alleged undue pre- 
ference given to German and Greek, 
1 find that the hon. Member referred 
to the fact that whereas a certain per- 
centage is required for all other subjects, 
for German and Greek a lower percentage 
is allowed in order to secure a pass. ‘The 
Intermediate Education Board upon 
that point go on to say— 

“The lower percentage required for passing 
in Greek and German was fixed on account of 


the small number of students presenting 
themselves for examination in these subjects, 
suggesting {to the Board that these im- 
portant languages were neglected. The 


arrangement made is only provisional, and 
should it have the desired effect of stimulating 
the study of these languages it need not con- 
tinue in operation. 

“Inthe ease of Irish ‘t was not considered 

necessary to give this special encouragement 
owing to the enthusiasm with which the 
subject has b2en taken up of late.” 
These observations are subscribed to by 
all the Members of the Board. I have no 
doubt that there are some members of 
the Board who do not agree with these 
new rules. but what I submit is that they 
should be left to the persons of the Board 
to determine. and we should not attempt 
to snateh the task out of their hands. 
I do not desire to argue the merits of 
this question at all. My point is that 
it would be a mistake for Parliament to 
interfere at the outset with the details, 
however important, of such a scheme. 
The scheme is, on the face of it, 
in some respects transitional, and, as the 
Board themselves recognise, to a certain 
extent capable of improvement. All | 
urge is that unless we are prepared to 
abolish this Board, and [ am not prepared 
to do that, and I gather that the hon. 
Member for East Mayo is not prepared 
to do it---- 


Mr. DILLON: I said I was sincerely 
anxious to give the new system a fair 
trial. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: | suggest that an 
opportunity should be given by awaiting 
Amendments at the hands of the experts. 
and in the light of experience, and not by 


seeking to induce them, at the hands of | 


Parliament, to alter the conclusion 
arrived at after long labour and infinite 
pains. 


Mr. Wyndhaing 
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Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said the Chief Secretary had told 
them that it was not fair to criticise the 
new scheme at present, but he would 
point out that if no objection was taken 
to the rules within forty days after they 
were laid on the Table of the House they 
would become law as a matter of course. 
His hon. friend the Member for West 
Kerry, in dealing with the rules now, 
was only acting in accordance with the 
Act of Parliament, following the injune- 
tion of this House, and adopting a per- 
fectly regular and constitutional course. 
The Chief Secretary asked them to give 
reasonable treatment to the Board. He 
was sure they were prepared to do so, but, 
on the other hand, they had a_ perfect 
right to ask that the Board of Education 
should give reasonable attention to the 
people of Ireland in this matter. While 
the Irish Members were satisfied, speak 
ing generally, with the new rules, there 
remained the question of the teaching ot 
Irish, on which they considered they had 
cause to complain. In view of the strong 
feeling for the revival of the Irish language 
and the progress of the movement in the 
last four or five years, they certainly 
thought that the Board of Edueation 
had behaved very badly in not giving 
some iaterpretation to that feeling in the 
new code. He had read the rules care- 
fully, and he and many others took the 
view that under them the Irish language 
was placed in competition with othe 
subjects. What they claimed was that 
the study of Irish should be placed in 
competition with another language, and 
not with such a subject as geometry or 
drawing. Notwithstanding what the 
Chief Secretary had said, it seemed to hin 
that the position given to the Irish 
language in the rules did not induce to 
its study. He understood that the rules 
were subject to revision, and he hoped 
that revision would come at no distant 
date. His interest in this question arose 
from the fact that people who were not 
Irish were as anxious as the Irish people 
themselves to have the opportunity of 
‘ learning the Irish language. He and his 

friends believed that the preservation ot 
‘the Irish language was intimately bound 
‘up with the preservation of the Irish 
nation, and for that reason he asked for 
| revision of the rules. Some hon. Mem- 
‘bers opposite had interjected, in the 
| 
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course of the debate, their objections to 
the preservation of the Irish language. 
He did not want to be hard on them, but 
the reason for that unseemly behaviour 
was that they knew nothing whatever of 
Ireland or Irish literature. If they had 
had an Irish Administration responsible 
to the wishes of the people of Ireland they 
would have, long ago, proved to the 
world that the literature of ancient Ire- 
land was perhaps the finest in existence. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): 1 confess 
Iam much astonished that the Chief 
Secretary deprecates criticism of the 
Board of Education in Ireland and 
charges Irish Members with acting un- 
fairly towards the Board,and with being 
desirous to prevent new reforms in educa- 
tion being carried out. The right hon. 
Gentleman seems to think that if this 
Amendment is carried we shall get rid 
of the Board. We do not want to get 
rid of the Board, but we do want them 
to fall in with publie feeling in Ireland 
on this matter. The right hon. Gentle 
man speaks of five Amendments, but 
there is only one question before the 
House, and that is whether an Irish boy 
should be entitled, if he chooses, to take 
up the study of Irish instead of French, 
German, or (Greek. The right hon. 
Gentleman speaks of the cosmopolitan 
value of Greek or German. Does he 
believe that any boy who takes honours 
in Greek or German ever knows much 
about either language five years after 
he has left school? We thoroughly 
approve of the reform which has been 
effected ; we are desirous of giving it all 
the assistance we can; we simply ask 
that an Irish lad should be able to take 
up the study of the Irish language if he 
likes. I cannot understand why it is 
that the Board will not consent to this, 
knowing, as it must, the extraordinary 
movement which has grown up for the 
restoration of the Irish language. What 
is the revolution which it is feared this 
Amendment, if carried, would effect ! 
You already have French, German, and | 
Latin in the rules ; we ask for the addi- 
tion of the word * Irish.” We do not 
ask that every boy should be compelled | 
to learn lrish ; we simply desire that it 
should be made optional. As to the 
literature of the language, we have as | 
fine and as chivalrous characters in the | 
heroes of Irish story as are to be found 
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anywhere. The chief inspirations of all 
the great epic-makers and bards have 
been found in warriors and lovers, and, 
whatever may be said about Irishmen. 
they can never be accused of being lag 
gards or cowards ; whether on the battle- 
field or in the boudoir Irishmen have 
always been able to render a good account 
of themselves. But after all is said and 
done, what we are asking for is simply 
the right to teach our own language in 
our own schools. The majority of the 
Irish people are in favour of the demand 
we are making to-day. Remember, 
you cannot kill the Irish language now. 
I have heard it stated that there are at 
present 500 students in Maynooth College 
studying Irish ; Irish priests are return- 
ing to the preaching of sermons in Irish ; 
newspapers have taken up the subject : 
children are engaged with it. We are 
simply amazed at the movement, which 
is the most astonishing that has taken 
place in Ireland for centuries. Why can 
you not assent to this request? Is there 
any single demand which the Irish people 
can make which will be assented to by 
the English Government without the 
country being brought to the verge «t 
civil war! Would the Empire be en- 
dangered by the granting of this appeal ! 
Why, in the name of God, is it not agreed 
to, so that we may have peace and 
quietude upon at any rate one single 
matter! Weare told that if this Amend- 
ment is pressed the Board might throw 
up the whole business. Does the right 
hon. Gentleman really think that we 
could not get on in Ireland without this 
high-spirited Board? The right hon. 
Gentleman also told us that the Board 
are unanimous, or, at all events, that 
they are working in agreement. Will 
he tell us that there is not a single mem- 
ber of that Board in favour of our de- 
mand? Will he say that either of the 
four gentlemen whose names he men- 
tioned is against our demand? I admit 
that there is some hope in the reply 
received from the Board, and I think the 
right hon. Gentleman acted very wisely 
in asking for their opinion upon this 
point. At the same time, I can assure 
him that we will never be content until 
our demand is conceded, and, therefore, 
the sooner it is granted the better. 
Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) said 
that by the new rules this beautiful 
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Irish language, which compared favour- 
was being thrown into 

He wished to point 
out to the Chief Secretary that he had 
been a teacher of the Irish language for 


ably with Greek, 
the background. 


Adjcurnment of 


{ COMMONS } 
first-class 


of 982” 


forty years, and he had done his best to 


propagate the language of his forefathers. 


The Irish literature was one of the finest 


inthe world. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Boland, John 

Brown, Georg eM. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cogan, Denis J 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, — Christopher 
Gilhooly, J ames 

Hammond, John 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 

Balfour,Ma jKR(Christchurch 
Bathurst, Hn Al AllenBenjamin 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 

Bignold, Arthur 

Bigw: ood, James 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 

Bull, W iliam James 

Bullard, § Sir Harry 

Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. . W. (Derbysh. 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 


Cox, Irwin EdwardBainbridge 
ee gg Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Sir: Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning: Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


They did not possess a more 
perfect record in Latin than they did 


The 
Noes, 107. 


AYES. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, 
Mooney, John J. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,ColJohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tip’er’ry, Mid 
O’Brien, seg (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James(W icklow,W) 
0’ Donneli, John (Mayo, 8.) 


NOES. 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Gordon,Hn.J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby- -(Salop 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D, (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Rbt. Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent,Ashf’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightsd. 
Hoult, Joseph 

Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Cul. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney,Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Malcolm, [an 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J. H(Dumfriessh. ) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edw ard Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


House 
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in the Irish language, and they possessed 
Trish 
grammars of the finest stamp. 
cluded by reciting * 
in the Irish language. 


dictionaries and Irish 
He con- 
Who fears to speak 


Question put. 


divided :—Ayes, 56’; 
(Division List No. 269.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 

O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

teddy, M. 

edmond, JohnE.(W aterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Rigg, Richard 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Morgan, Hon. l’red.(Monmths, 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, W illiam pen 
Murray ,RtHnA. ae 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Talbot, Lord E. on 
Thornton, Perey M 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Col. C. E. 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wylie, A. 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Adjourned at Two of the clock till Monday next. 
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TOOK THE OATH. 
The Earl Annesley took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 


NTemb: 


Golborne Gas. 

Eccles Corporation. 
Metropolitan Electric Supply. 
Blackburn Corporation. 
Brighton Corporation. 
Wallasey Improvement. 


by the 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 








teport from, That the Standing 
Orders not complied with in respect of 
the 

Cromer Water Bill 
ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill | 
allowed to proceed. 


y Speech madicates rervesion 


erate HCOMECTH 


i That the Standing Orders not com- 
? plied with in respect of the 
Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill 

ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that the 
names of Sir William George Pearce, 
Bart., Francis Elgar, Robert Harvey, | 
and Hugh Strain be struck out of the | 
Bill unless their signatures to a printed | 
copy of the Bill, as brought up to this 
House, be proved before the Committee 
on the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to. 





fee “ekover 


Reported with Amendments, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 
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The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 


had laid upon the Table the Certificates | 
t from the Examiners that the further | 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL | 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (BARNES, | 
ETC.) BILL [u.1.]. 
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PETERSFIELD AND SELSEY GAS BILL. 
|; GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 

| LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. 
| Reported with Amendments. 


Business. 


£ 


| KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT WATER 


L. 


Reported with Amendments. 


CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS BILL. 


GLASGOW AND RENFREW DISTRICT 
RAILWAY TRANSFER BILL. 


MANSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 
Committee to meet on Thursday next. 


| 


| DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 

| The Chairman of Committees informed 

| the House that the opposition to the Bill 

| was withdrawn; the Orders made on 

ithe 14th instant and on Tuesday last 


| discharged ; and Bill committed. 
| 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN _ DIS- 


TRICT COUNCIL WATER BILL. 

The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the 
3ill was withdrawn; the Orders made 
/on the 11th instant and on Tuesday last 


| 
| 


| discharged, and Bill committed for 
| Thursday next. 
GLASGOW AND SOUTH-WESTERN 


| RAILWAY BILL. 

| Read 24, and committed; the Com- 
| mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


ALDEBURGH CORPORATION (WATER) 
I 


LL. 


and committed. 


| Read 24, 


HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY AND 


DOCK BILL. 


Read 24, and committed; the Com- 
| mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [i.1.]. 
STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [u.1.]. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
| Commons. 


2Z 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL | do with it. On the other hand, it was 


ist} ee ee | argued that, as a matter of fact, there 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading | was actual risk of pollution occurring 


read. 'through the cleaning out of the filter 
Moved. That the Bill be now read 37.— | beds, ete., and it was also contended 
| that abstraction of water from the river, 


Pree com of Mersey.) | interfering with its flow, would increase 
*Tue Earn or CREWE: My Lords, | pollution. But what was argued with, I 
before this Bill is read a third time I ask | think, still greater force was that, a locus 
leave to say a few words, on behalf of | standi having been expressly given to 
the county authority of the West Riding county councils in this matter, a fortiori 
of Yorkshire, as to what occurred while | the Rivers Board, which is the county 
the Bill was upstairs before theSelectCom- | council plus the representatives of the 
mittee. This is an important Bill for im- | great Yorkshire cities and towns, morally 
proving the water supply of the City of |demanded a locus standi unless very 
Leeds, and as such is, of course, favour-| strong reasons could be adduced against 
ably looked upon by the county autho-| it. That argument does not appear to 
rity ; but it appeared to us that there | have appealed to my noble friend’s Com- 
were various minor points as to which | mittee, and, so far as this House is con- 
objection might reasonably be taken | cerned, there is nothing more to be said, 
and upon which safeguards were needed. | for | do not propose to ask your Lord- 
Accordingly, the West Riding Rivers | ships to throw out the Bill, or even to re- 
Board, as representing those interested | commit it. But I would point out that 
in the rivers of the county, was in-| the locus standi of the Rivers Board was 
structed to prepare a petition against | admitted on the Halifax Bill, where it 
the Bill; but when the Bill came before | was a case, not of pollution, but of inter- 
the Committee, over which my noble| ference with continuous supply; and 
friend Lord Hawkesbury presided, they | also, if I remember rightly, in the case 
refused the Rivers Board a locus standi| of the Rochdale Bill. My noble friend 
to appear before them. We have been | said, on the latter occasion, that the Com- 
rather unfortunate in coming into col-| mittee had made an offer to hear the 
lision with my noble friend, because some | Rivers Board, although they showed 
years ago, in a somewhat similar case | themselves unwilling to hear the County 
—that of the Rochdale Water Bill—we| Council. My object in bringing the 
were obliged to call in question in the full} matter before your Lordships is to make 





House the action of the Committee over 
which he presided. As a result of the 
discussion which then took place Standing 
Order No. 105D was added, which ex- | 
pressly gives county councils locus standi 
in cases in which the water interests of | 
the county are likely to be affected. | 
The West Riding Rivers Board is a large | 
body, composed of eighteen members | 
of the County Council, and twelve} 
representatives of the great cities and | 
county boroughs in the West Riding. 
When the matter came before the Com- 
mittee the only argument that was used, 
so far as I can gather from reading the | 
evidence, against the locus standi was 
that strictly the Board was only con- 
cerned with the actual pollution of the 
rivers ; that is to say, unless there was 
arisk of foreign matters of an objection- 
able kind finding their way into a river 
through the provisions of the Bill, the 
Rivers Board had nothing whatever to 








comes to 


an appeal to my noble friend the Chair- 
man of Committees to consider whether 
it would not be reasonable to amend 
Standing Order 105p, so as to put the 
admission of these great Rivers Boards 
beyond doubt. Our procedure upstairs 
has many merits, but certainly not that 
of extreme inexpensiveness, and any- 
thing which tends to concentrate oppo- 
sition instead of encouraging a great 
number of petitions must be to the advan- 
tage of this House. I therefore ask my 


| noble friend if he will consider, when he 


make amendments in the 
Standing Orders, whether it would not be 
possible for him to include these great 
tivers Boards, which are, for all pur 
poses connected with water, the county 
councils of the counties in which they 
exist, in the Standing Order. 


*Lorpv HAWKESBURY: My Lords, 
I regret that I did not arrive at the 
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House till too late on Friday to hear 
this question discussed ; but [ was not 
aware that the noble Earl (Lord 
Northbrook) was going to raise it 
on the Third Reading of the Harro- 
gate Corporation Water Bill. The 
noble Earl, however, has since told 
me the points he raised on that occasion, 
and, perhaps, I may be allowed to 
answer them at the same time as | 
reply to the remarks of my noble friend 
who has just spoken. I understand, 
from Lord Northbrook, that the first 
point he raised was that, in his opinion, 
the West Riding Rivers Board was 
included in the words of Standing 
Order 105 D, and, therefore, had a 
right to be heard. I cannot agree with 
the noble Lord on that point, and | 
do not think anyone who reads the 
Standing Order will take that view. I 
recollect the circumstances alluded to 
in which the Standing Order was 
amended—it was for the purpose of 
admitting County Councils. Nothing was 
said of the claim of Rivers Boards to 
be heard against such a Bill, and I think 
it was obvious that it was never intended 
to include them. As to the question 
of locus standi, which we disallowed, | 
may say, with regard to the first Bill 
—the Harrogate Corporation Water 
Bill—that the ground which was pro- 
posed to be taken by the promoters 
for their reservoir was entirely in the 
North Riding. Although, of course, the 
Committee would not refuse to give 
due weight to any arguments in support 
of the claim of the West Riding Rivers 
Board to a voice in the matter, in view 
of the fact that the water of the Pott 
Beck eventually reaches the river Ure, 
and flows thence to the Ouse, we could 
not help taking into consideration the 
fact that the North Riding Rivers Board 
had not intervened in the case, and 
that it was outside the jurisdiction of 
the West Riding Board. With regard 
to the Bill now before the House— 
the Leeds Corporation Water Bill—a 
portion of the proposed works was 
within the West Riding, and therefore 
(though this portion of the works has 
since been struck out of the Bill) the 
case was then different. The case of the 
Halifax Bill, which was before Lord 
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giving them a locus standi. That 
case was handed up to us, and I 


believe the reason a locus standi was 
then given was that the mill owners 
had the right of impounding the water 
on Saturday and Sunday nights, leaving 
the bed of the river dry in that interval, 
and it was proposed to continue that right 
in the Halifax Bill. That was a different 











case entirely from the present one, 
and, as Lord Crewe has said, it necessi- 
tated the appearance of the West Riding 
Rivers Board as the sanitary authority. 
At the same time it was brought before 
us in evidence that in the Barnsley 
case and also in the Sheffield {case, 
where -the conditions were different, a 
locus standi was not granted. I now 
come to our main reason for declining 
to hear the Board. The Rivers Board is 
a sanitary authority, and takes its 
powers under the Rivers Pollution 
Acts, 1876 and 1893, which were 
passed with the object of |prevent- 
ing persons putting solids, refuse, 
and other deleterious matter {nto 
rivers. There was nothing of that 
in this case, and, therefore, the 
Committee could not see, and I fail to 
see at the present time, any relevance 
in the appearance of the West Riding 
Rivers Board. It was urged that in 
cleaning the filter beds there might in 
the future be some pollution, but it 
appeared to us that if that should here- 
after happen, then would be the time for 








Poltimore’s Committee in 1898, was 
brought forward as a plea for 


the Rivers Board to intervene. As to 
the suggested alteration of the Standing 
Order, I cannot help thinking that it 
would be unnecessary, for I feel sure 
that no Committee would refuse to hear 
any evidence that might help them in 
coming to a decision. Besides this, the 
Standing Order, as it reads at present, 
may be useful in making these bodies 
consider carefully before rushing into 
opposition, and in preventing what in 
many cases may be a waste of the rate- 
payers’ money. I therefore hope that the 
Standing Order will not be amended. 
The CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): My Lords, I 
think there is no doubt whatever that 
my noble friend who presided over this 
Committee acted absolutely within his 
right in refusing to grant a locus standi 
to the West Riding Rivers Board. I 
do not think there can be any question 
2Z2 
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that the Rivers Board is not included 
in Standing Order 105 D, which gives 
to county councils an imperative locus 
standi. I have looked carefully through 
the proceedings of the Committee, and I 


think, from what my noble friend has | 


just stated, and from what I have 
gleaned from reading the proceedings, 


that in this particular case no injustice | 
or harm has been done by refusing the | 
time, no | 


locus standi. At the same 
doubt, there has been, as there always 
is in these cases, a certain amount of 
inconsistency in the way in which locus 


standi has been given to local boards | 


in the past. There were peculiar cireum- 
stances in the Halifax case, which ren- 
dered it necessary, in the opinion of the 
chairman of that Committee, that the 
Rivers Board should have a locus standi. 
There are, I think, only three of these 
Rivers Boards in England—the Mersey 
Board, in Lancashire, and the boards 
of the North and West Ridings of York- 
shire. They exercise considerable in- 
fluence, and, as administrators of the 


Rivers Pollution Acts, have even more | 


powers than the County Councils. Ex- 
cept in these three cases the County 
Councils administer these Acts, especially 
the Act of 1876, and it was in respect 
of that qualification that the House 
thought fit to lay down, by the Standing 
Order which I have already quoted, 
that where waters in their districts 
were concerned they should be heard. 
It leaves no option to the Committee to 
refuse to hear them. 
to me that, in dealing with these very 
important bodies, which not merely 
represent the County Councils but the 
county boroughs within their area, it 
would be desirable for Committees to 
strain a point in listening to their evi- 
dence. I would venture, with all sub- 
mission to the Committees, to suggest 
that where this occurs it wold be desir- 
able, as I have said, to strain a point 
to hear them. But as the application 
from such bodies for a locus standi are 
few in number, | do not think it is worth 
while to go so far as to alter the Standing 
Orders. If that were done in this case, 
I might be called upon to alter them 


to meet the cases of other similarly con- | 


stituted bodies. I will, however, con- 
sider the matter carefully before the 
Standing Orders are altered in the pre- 
The Earl of Morley. 


{LORDS} 


I confess it seems | 





Business. 


| sent year, but I trust that the expression 
| of opinion which I have ventured to give 
'to the House may have the effect my 
| Me bee. } 
| noble friend desires. 

| THE MARQUESS OF RIPON : My Lords, 
iI am glad to hear, from the statement 
|of my noble friend, that he considers 
|that these Rivers Boards have some 
‘claim, at all events, to be heard before 
Committees on occasions of this kind. 
There are but three such boards, no 
doubt, but they are important bodies, 
The Rivers Board of the West Riding 
lof Yorkshire is entrusted with very 
large and very difficult powers, for there 
are few things more difficult than the 
|/management which is necessary to 
| prevent the pollution of rivers in manu- 
facturing districts, and I should regret 
janything which would place it in a 
position which even appeared to be one 
of inferiority to the County Councils. 
In that event I think it would be in- 
evitable that the County Councils would 
themselves petition, in which case, 
as the noble Earl the Chairman of Com- 
mittees has pointed out, they would 
have an imperative locus standi. Inas- 
much as this particular business has been 
handed over from the County Councils 
to the Rivers Boards, I venture to think 
that they should be placed upon the 
same footing as the County Councils in 
the matter of locus standi. I entirely 
agree with my noble friend Lord Hawkes- 
bury in deprecating the habit of some 
County Councils of petitioning unneces- 
sarily against Bills, but it is not a good 
method of stopping that practice to deny 
a locus standi to a public body which has 
a claim, at all events on some occasions, 
to be heard. 


On Question, agreed to; read 34 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL, 
SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. 





WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT (GAS 
TRANSFER, ETC.) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 


| 1¢; and referred to the Examiners. 
BOARD 
CONFIRMATION 


PROVISIONAL 
(ACTON) 


EDUCATION 
ORDER 
BILL [n.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 

to. 
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CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. |EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
Oo ’ N ny I a n h i + N 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL-| QRDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 


WAY) VARIOUS POWERS) BILL, | | BlLE Drs] 
oe ame wes : House in Committee (according to 
Le aaane Yacae somcion Order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
RAILWAYS) BILL. - ; - ‘ ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 34. 


ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL. 
CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ELECTRIC POWER BILL, | ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [u.1.]. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- | ELECTRIC LIGHTING | PROVISIONAL 
tion, That the Lord Wolverton be pro- | ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [1.1.]. 
posed to the House as a member of the! pLECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the | ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [i.1.]. 
place of my Earl of Shaftesbury ; read, | | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
and agreed to. | ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [u.1.]. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL | House in Committee (according to 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 3.) BILL | Order); Amendments made; Standing 
[u-L.] |Committee negatived; the Report of 
Committed to a Committee of the | Amendments to be received to-morrow. 


Whole House. | 
| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [u.1.]. 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. | WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 


BILL [u.1.]. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order); Amendments made ; Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report ct 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. | Amendments to be received to-morrow. 

VISIONAL ORDER (No, 1) BILL. 


Read 34 (according to Order), and | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. | 
72 and 82 be suspended for the remainder | 
of the session. 


passed. 
| | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF | ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
LANDS IRELAND) -ROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. —_ = m_ | | ELE CTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


y - . ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

ae tg 9 BLAND) PRO- Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 

House in Committee (according to | 

Order) ; Bills reported without amend-| pipcrRic LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; sat ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

and Bills to be read 3* to-morrow. Amendments reported (according to 


| Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 


| passed. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) | 


aoe ees /LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
House in Committee (according to | ORDERS (No. 1) BILL 
Order) ; Amendments made; Standing | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
Committee negatived ; the ‘Re port of | ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Amendments to be received to-morrow. | Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 


(No. 2) BILL [u.1.]. | : ; 
House in Committee (according to ce mia 
Order) ; the Amendments proposed by | snare hh a — 
the Select Committee made; further; LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 





Amendments made; Standing Com- ORDERS _— 3) BILL. 
mittee negatived ; the Report of Amend-| Read 3 (according to Order), and 


ments to be received to-morrow, | passed, : 








1183 Returns, 


SURE (SKIPWITH) 
ORDERS BILL. 
METROPOLITAN 


(ORPINGTON) 
BILL. 


COMMON 


House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bills reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 


and Bills to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. (No. 135.) 


MILITARY LANDS 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; 


(No. 136.) 


Examiners. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 1) BILL [u.1.]. 


[Pontypripp Ursan District Councit ORDER 


OpposED. } 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [u.1.1. 


(Cuertron Ursan District Councit ORrpDER 
OpposeEp. ] 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [u.1.]. 
[FoLKEsTONE CorporRaTION, GLossorp ELEcTRIC, 
AnD West Ripinc OrprErs OpposeED.] 


BEXLEY TRAMWAYS BILL. 


TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. 


BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION 
BILL. 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL 
BILL. 


CORPORATION 


Report from the Committee of Selec- | 


tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz. :— 


KE. Abingdon, 

EK. Radnor, 

L. Clonbrock (chairman), 
Hylton, 

L. Monckton (V. Galway) ; 


agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
the Committee to meet on | 
| Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table, 


accordingly ; 
Monday next, at Twelve o’clock ; and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, 


{LORDS} 


COMMONS REGULATION AND INCI.O- 
PROVISIONAL | he heard by counsel against the Bills to 
| be heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
SCHEME | Bills. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER | 


PROVISIONAL 
PROVISIONAL 


read | 
1*:; to be printed ; and referred to the 








Reports, dc. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


| TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
| No. 2633. Venezuela (Cuidad Bolivar). 
No. 2634. Turkey (Tripoli). 
No. 2635. Portugal (Southern  Por- 
tugal). 


GIBRALTAR (ADMIRALTY WORKS). 


1. Letter (with Inclosure) from Vice- 
| Admiral Sir Harry Rawson, K.C.B., 


|dated 30th March, 1901. 


2. Letter (with Inclosures) from Vice- 


Admiral Sir Harry Rawson, K.C.B., 
dated 16th May, 1901. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 Tro 1899 (REGU- 
INEBRIATE 


LATIONS FOR STATE 

REFORMATORIES). 

General regulations for the manage- 
ment and discipline of State Inebriate 
Reformatories made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department in 
pursuance of the Inebriates Act, 1898. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated 15th June, 
1901, declaring that George Smith, 
engine driver, Royal Gun Factory, War 
Office, was appointed without a civil 
service certificate through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of his department. 


| 


RECORDS (ADMIRALTY 
DEPARTMENT). 

Lighth Schedule, containing a list and 
particulars of classes of documents which 
| have been removed from the office of the 
_Commissioners for executing the office 
'of Lord High Admiral of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
/and deposited in the Public Record 
Office, but which are not considered 
of sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation therein. 


PUBLIC 
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| with leave to the petitioners praying to 
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Supreme Court of 
PETITION. 


DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIG 
AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 
Petition for alteration of, of Roman 

Catholic British subjects resident in 

Rhodesia ; read, and ordered to lie on 

the Table. 
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QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

The evidence taken before the Joint 
Committee from time to time to be 
printed, but no copies to be delivered 
except to members of the Committee, 
and to such other persons as the Com- 
mittee shall think fit, until further order. 
(No. 134.) 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 


CIVIL LIST BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
APPEALS) BILL [u.1.]. 
House in Committee, according to 


Order. 
Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I wish 


to call attention to Sub-section 3. of 
Clause 1, which provides that in the case 
of appeals under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1897 and 1900, the 
decision of the High Court shall be final, 
and leave shall not be given to appeal 
in any other Court. The Lord Chief 
Justice, speaking in this House the other 


night, said that in his opinion there | 


I should like 


ought to be an appeal. 


to know whether the noble and learned 


Lord has considered the matter since 
the Lord Chief Justice spoke, and whether 
there are any strong reasons why this 
Act should alone be excluded from 
appeal to the House of Lords. It is a 


very complicated Act, and no one knows | 
better than the Lord Chancellor that 
there have been a great number of appeals, 
in which the decisions of the lower 
Courts have been reversed. 


{24 JUNE 1901} 
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| THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 


‘of Hatspury): My Lords, the noble 


N | Lord is in error in stating that this is 


the only Act which is excluded from 
/appeal to the House of Lords. Appeals 
‘from the county courts are finally 
decided by the divisional court, and 
| registration appeals cannot come to the 
| House of Lords. In one sense I am 
rather pleased to find that the House 
of Lords has become a popular court 
of appeal, and that it is supposed to be 
a deprivation of the subject if there is 
no appeal to this House. When the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act was intro- 
duced, the suggestion was that it would 
be impossible to allow cases to go to 
the House of Lords, because it would 
involve such expensive litigation. The 
idea of an appeal to the House of Lords 
was negatived as to Ireland and Scotland, 
but there was a blunder in the drafting 
of the Bill, and an ingeriious person 
found out that by particular words in 
the schedule, and not in the body of the 
Act, there was an appeal to the House 
of Lords. The courts of appeal are 
being swamped by the number of appeals, 
and it was justly considered that the 
original design of this Act should be 
pursued, and that an appeal to the House 
of Lords should not be granted. For 
myself, | am reluctant to refuse the juris- 
diction which this House is considered 
to have exercised so well. But the other 
side must be considered, where it is a 
question of expensive litigation, and 
where the number of appeals has been 
the subject of animadversion. Why this 
particular class of litigation should be 
made the subject of appeal to the final 
court of appeal, although it is, generally 
speaking, for small amounts, is a question 
with which I am not prepared to deal. 
I can only say that I will make no pro- 
position myself which would allow an 
appeal to the House of Lords. I would 
remind the noble Lord that only last year, 
when the Workmen’s Compensation Act 
was extended to agricultural labourers, 
it was expressly provided that there 
should be no appeal to the Heuse of 
Lords. It seems to me that this sudden 
and extraordinary demonstration in 
favour of the jurisdiction of the House 
;of Lords arises from the facet that in 
| many cases this House has decided in 
|favour of the workman; but I do not 
, know whether the same opinion would 
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continue to exist if it should become 
our duty, as it may on many occasions, 
to decide against the workman. The 
general view is that it is undesirable 
in small matters to have litigation con- 
tinued from court to court, thereby 
increasing enormously the expense of 
such litigation. This view becomes all 
the more important in the case of poor 
litigants. That is the view which has 
been taken, and I cannot say I entirely 
demur from it. Much must depend on 
the general feeling whether or not I 
accept an Amendment restoring the 
appeal to the House of Lords. It would, 
however, seem to me inconsistent with 
the course we have hitherto taken on 
the subject. 


Bill reported, without Amendment, 
and recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee. 


Hcuse adjourned a five minutes 
past Five of the clock, 
till to morrow, half-past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 24th June, 1901, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 
[Lords]. (By Orprr.) 

Order for Second Reading read. 

*Tue PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grirritu Bos- 
CAWEN, Kent, Tunbridge) said he did 
not propose to move the rejection of 
the Bill, but the Charity Commissioners 
objected entirely to the principle of the 
proposal, which was to grant the com- 
pulsory powers of the Lands Clauses to 
one charity as against another. St. Bar- 
tholomew’s Hospital wished to acquire, 
by compulsory powers, certain lands 
from Christ’s Hospital. The Commis- 
sioners believed it to be absolutely without 
precedent for one charity to be granted 
compulsory powers against another 
charity, and they strongly objected to the 
very heavy cost which would undoubtedly 
be inflicted on the charity by the use of 
these powers. The Commissioners would 


{COMMONS} 


| 
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Second Reading, only it was understood 
that the governors of Christ’s Hospital, 
after the debate of last Friday, had agreed 
not to oppose the Second Reading or the 
preamble of the Bill. The view of the 
Charity Commissioners was that the 
Bill was quite unnecessary, because they 
had made it a condition of any sale of the 
site of Christ’s Hospital that a certain 
part of it—namely, that part desired by 
St. Bartholomew’s—should be assured to 
St. Bartholomew’s by means of pre- 
emption at a price pro rata to the whole 
amount given for the site. He hoped 
that before long some arrangement 
might be come to between the two 
charities whereby the expense of the use 
of compulsory powers might be avoided. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.), on behalf 
of the promoters of the Bill, thanked his 
hon. friend for not opposing the Second 
Reading of the Bill, the object of which 
was to enable a great institution to carry 
on its work more effectively. The 
governors of Christ’s Hospital were very 
much gratified by the attitude of the 
Charity Commissioners. He did not 
think that any legitimate rebuke attached 
to St. Bartholomew’s in the matter. 


Business. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


STANDING COMMITTEEON TRADE, ETC. 

Ordered, That the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, ete., have leave to sit till 
half-past Three of the clock on every day 
on which the Factory and Workshop 
Acts Amendment Bill and the Factory 
and Workshop Acts Consolidation Bill 
are under consideration.—( Mr, Laurence 


Hardy.) 


PRIVATE BILLS’ [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
cise of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 

Harpenden District Gas Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


have thought it their duty to oppose the | time. 


The Burl of Hualshury. 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER | BILLS [Lords] | 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABL E | | 


THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
ease of the following Bills, originating in | 
the Lords, and referred on the First | 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | 
which are applicable thereto have been | 
complied with, viz. :— 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill [Lords]. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill [Lords]. 

Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [| Lords]. 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 


(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time to-morrow. 


ASPATRIA, SILLOTH, AND DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 


tead the third time, and passed, with | 
Amendments. 





GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. | 

King’s consent signified ; Bill read the | 
third time, and passed. 

| 
MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
BILL [Lords]. 

King’s consent signified ; Bill read the } 
third time, and passed, with Amend- | 
ments. | 
MILFORD DOCKS BILL [Lords]. | 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
an Amendment. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND GATES- 
HEAD GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with | 
Amendments. 
BILL 


NITRATE RAILWAYS COMPANY 


[Lords]. 
RODGER’S PATENT BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, 
without amendment. 





SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with | 


es 


{24 June 1901} 


| BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY 


the members of such society.—(Mr. Strachey.) 
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SUTTON-IN-ASHFIELD URBAN DISTRICT 
(WATER) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 


Business. 


'an Amendment. 


SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. 


WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT 
TRANSFER, ETC.) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


(GAS 


RAILWAY 
(ABANDONMENT) BILL [Lords]. (Nor 
AMENDED.) 

Considered ; to be read the third time. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 


NEW SWINDON GAS BILL [Lords]. 
PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
ILL. 

RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


| STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCESTEP, 


EAST AND 
EVESHAM, 


AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, 
WEST JUNCTION AND 


REDDITCH, AND STRATFORD-UPON.- 
AVON JUNCTION RAILWAY  COM- 
PANIES BILL. b 


As amended, considered ; to be read 


the third time. 


BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


{ Lords]. 


BOLTON CORPORATION BILL 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee to insert the following 
Clause :— 

Any scheme for the establishment of a super- 
annuation or provident fund under this part of 
this Act shall not come into operation until the 
Corporation shall in respect of that fund have 
been registered under the Friendly Societies 
Act, 1896, and the provisions of that Act 
a the proviso toSub:section (1) of Section 
8 and Section 41) so far as they are applicable 
and ere not inconsistent with the provisions of 
this part of this Act shall apply as if (a) the 
Corporation were a society to which that Act 
applies and were the Trustees of such society ; 
(b) as if the scheme were the rules of such 
society ; (c) as if the superannuation or pro- 
vident funds were the funds of such society; 
and (d) as if the contributors to the fund were 
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CORPORATION CEMETERY 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
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BRISTOL 


HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 


BOARD BILL [Lords]. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC. | 


TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
WISBECH WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. ‘ 
As amended, considered ; read the 


third time, and passed. 


INVERGARRY AND FORT AUGUSTUS 
RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION. 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 

under the Private Legislation Procedure 

(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Inver- | 

garry and Fort Augustus Railway, 

ordered to be brought in by the Lord 

Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for | 

Scotland. 


FORT AUGUSTUS | 
CONFIRMATION 


AND 
ORDER 


INVERGARRY 
RAILWAY 
BILL. 

‘* To confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, relating to Invergarry | 
and Fort Augustus Railway,” presented | 
accordingly ; and, under 62 and 63 Vie., 
c. 47, s. 7 (2), ordered to be considered 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 225.] 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP N). 

Sir JoHN BRUNNER reported from the 
Committee on Group N of Private Bills, 
That the parties promoting the Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) 
Bill [South Shields Order] had stated 
that the evidence of Frederick William 
Gibbon, of South Shields, physician and 
surgeon, was essential to their case; 
and it having been proved that his 
attendance could not be procured with- 
out the intervention of the House, he 
had been instructed to move that the 
said Frederick William Gibbon do attend 
the said Committee to-morrow, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. | 


Ordered, That Frederick William Gib- 
bon do attend the Committe » on Group N 
of Private Bills to-morrow, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 
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LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


| Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to Dublin St. 
_James’ Gate Brewery Tramways Bill, 
| with an Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to authorise the urban district 
council of Stratton and Bude to purchase 
the undertaking of the Bude Harbour 

and Canal Company, and to construct 
| waterworks and supply water within 
| their district and adjoining parishes, and 
to make further and better provision for 
| the local government of the district ; and 
for other purposes.” Stratton and Bude 
Improvement Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘« An Act to confer 
further powers on the Easton and Church 
Hope Railway Company.” Easton and 


|Church Hope Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
authorise the Corporation of Harrogate 
to construct additional waterworks ; 
and for other purposes.” Harrogate 


Water Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
authorise the Corporation of Harrogate 
to construct certain street improvements ; 
and to make further provision in regard 
to the health and local government otf 
the town.”’ Harrogate Corporation Bill 


_ [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the construction of certain 
new works for improving the harbour of 
Dover; the abandonment of certain 
authorised works ; the raising of further 
moneys by the Dover Harbour Board ; 
and for other purposes.” Dover Har- 


bour Bill. 


And also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to 
authorise the Corporation of the city of 
Ripon to construct additional water- 
works, and to make other provision for 
the health and good government of the 
city.” Ripon Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


STRATTON ‘AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [Lords]. 


AND CHURCH HOPE 
WAY BILL [Lords]. 


HARROGATE WATER BILL [Lords]. 


EASTON RAIL- 











1193 
HAR 
DO 


RIPO 
Rea 





the E: 
Bills. 


Petit 
upon t 


Petit 
lie upo: 
Petit 
West § 
ford ; 1 
EDUCA 


Petit: 
to lie w 
HOUSD 

(RE 

Petit 

lie upon 
J 

Petiti 

lie upor 


Petiti 
lie upor 


SALE C 


Petiti 









Newbric 
Ullenha 
Gate; | 
thamsto 
Bay ; t 


SOVERI 


Petiti 
to lie W 


NATION 
Petitic 


referred 


Bill. 















199 1193 Returns, {24 Ju 
HARROGATE CORPORATION BILL 
mi [Lords]. 
ort DOVER HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 
d. RIPON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
St. Bills. 
ill, —_—— 
PETITIONS. 
ed, — 
‘ict BEER BILL. 
ened Petition from Alton, in favour ; to lie 
owl upon the Table. 
ict 
os EDUCATION BILL. 
7 Petition from West Ham, against ; to | 
or : 
a lie upon the Table. 
de Petitions for alteration, from Halifax ; 
West Sussex; Colchester; and Bide- 
) ford ; to lie upon the Table. 
er 
ch EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) 
nd BILL. 
Petition from West Ham, in favour ; 
t to lie upon the Table. 
0 
” HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES 
8 (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 
te Petition from West Ham, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
to 
te JURORS’ EXPENSES BILL. 
8; Petition from West Ham, in favour ; to 
rd lie upon the Table. | 
ot 
ill PUBLIC HEALTH BILL. 
Petition from West Ham, against ; to | 
m lie upon the Table. 
in ‘ | 
of SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
™ CHILDREN BILL. 
ea Petitions in favour, from Beeston ; 
|: Newbridge-on-Wye ; Aston; Walsall ; | 
"4 Ullenhall ; Rugby ; Willoughby ; Forest 
Gate ; Woodhouse ; Biggleswade ; Wal- 
thamstow ; Tempsford; and Totland | 
; Bay ; to lie upon the Table. | 
) 
r- SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
r BILL. | 
e Petition from Abergavenny, against ; 
|. to lie upon the Table. 
T NATIONAL GALLERY (ACQUISITION OF | 





ADJACENT LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Westminster, against . | 
relerred to the Select Committee on the 


Bill. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 ro 1899 (REGU- 
LATIONS FOR STATE INEBRIATE 
REFORMATORIES). 

Copy presented, of General Regula- 
tions for the Management and Discipline 
of State Inebriate Reformatories, made 

| by the Secretary of State for the Home 

Department in pursuance of the Ine- 

| briates Act, 1898 [by Command] ; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


[ 
| 
| 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 To 
1890 (PROCEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Report by the Board 
of Trade respecting the Applications to 
_and Proceedings of the Board of Trade 
under the Electrie Lighting Acts, 1882 
to 1890, during the past year [by Act] ; 
‘to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
No. 224.] 


= 


| 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
'dated 15th June, 1901, declaring that 
George Smith, engine driver, Royal Gun 
Factory, War Office Department, was 
appointed without a Civil Service Certi- 
ficate through inadvertence on the part 
of the head of his department [by Act] ; 
_to lie upon the Table. 


| 
| 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 
| Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
| the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 
‘of the Act, for the county of Cornwall 
(Seventh Minute), dated 9th June, 1901 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2633 to 2635 [by Command] ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


ADMIRALTY WORKS AT GIBRALTAR. 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting Admiralty Works at Gibraltar 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


'PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Inquiry into Charities (Admini- 
strative County of Durham). Further 
Return relative thereto [ordered 14th 
February, 1900; Mr. Grant Lawson] ; 
to be printed. [No. 225.] 











Questions. 
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2. Public Records (Admiralty). Copy ;Government.t I can only add now 
of Eighth Schedule containing a List| that of course the larger the profits 
and Particulars of classes of Documents | that may be made by individual miners 
which have been removed from the; the more they will pay in accordance 


Questions. 





Office of the Commissioners for executing | 
the office of the Lord High Admiral of | 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain | 
and Ireland, and deposited in the Public | 
Record Office, but not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their | 
preservation therein [by Act]. 


APPEALS (HOUSE OF 
JUDICIAL COMMITTEE). | 

feturn ordered, *‘ showing for each of | 
the years from 1890 to 1900, inclusive, | 
(1) the number of days on which the 
House of Lords sat for the disposal of 
Judicial Business; (2) the number of 
days on which the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council sat for the disposal 
of Judicial Business ; (3) the number of | 
oceasions {included in Items 1 and 2) on 
which the Lords and the Committee | 
both sat at the same time.” —( Mr. Blake.) | 


| 
LORDS AND | 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TAXATION ON 
TRANSVAAL MINES. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether, in 
view of Sir David Barbour’s statement 
in his Report that some of the gold 
mining companies of the Transvaal paid 
in 1898 dividends equal to their nominal 
capital, and that their profits will largely 
increase in the next few years, he will 
impose a special war tax on their profits 
in addition to the 10 per cent. tax for 
revenue purposes. At the same time 
I beg to welcome the right hon. Gentle- 
man back to the House. 


Tuk SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I am much obliged 
to the hon. Member. In reply to his 
question, I have to say I must ask the 
hon. Member to refer to the answer 
given by me to the hon. Member for 
Kirkealdy on Monday, the 17th June, 
in which I indicated, as far as I am | 
able, the general views of His Majesty’s | 


/about 10 per cent. 


with Sir David Barbour’s suggestions, 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether 
these mines will pay anything further 
than the 10 per cent. to which I have 
alluded? Does he refer to any other 
matter ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: In the 
answer to which I have referred the 
hon. Member I did not say anything 
What I did say 
was that, speaking generally, as regards 
the main principles laid down by Sir 
David Barbour in his Report, His 


| Majesty’s Government found themselves 


in agreement with them, but that the 
whole question would have to be gradu- 
ally evolved and the details left to Lord 
Milner to be worked out on the spot. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I ask 


the right hon. Gentleman whether he 


will bear in mind that if we put a reason- 
able tax on these mines—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not at liberty to argue 
the point. 


CAMPS OF CONCENTRATION— 
SPIRITUAL MINISTRATIONS. 

Mere. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that for a long period ministers of religion 
have not been allowed access to many 
of the camps of concentration in South 
Africa, and that, in many cases, the 
prisoners and refugees have been obliged 
to bury their own dead without the 
help of such ministers, and whether, 
under proper regulations, ministers of 
religion will in future be allowed access 
to the camps. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE or 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Dutch Reformed ministers are 
granted access to the camps in the 
Orange River Colony and Natal. I have 
no definite information as to the Trans- 





t See page 53°. 
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yaal and Cape Colony camps, but I | Director of Army Contracts. The wages paid 
have no reason to suppose that they | in the execution of thiscontract shall be those 

ated differentl TI . | | generally accepted as current in the trade for 
are treated differently. lose In the | Competent workmen where the work is carried 


Orange River Colony are receiving | out.” 


monthly salaries. : : 
y | Sub-letting, other than that customary 


Mr, HERBERT LEWIS: Since when | 17 the trate, is not permitted except as 
“ty * a |above. Efforts are always made to 
nee eae Sine aeeee * 'secure compliance with the Fair Wages 
Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot give the Resolution as soon as any case of non- 
hon. Member the exact date. | compliance is brought to the attention 
| of the War Office, otherwise the Depart- 
/ment does not intervene, on the assump- 
VOLUNTEERS FOR ACTIVE SERVICE. | tion that the contractor carries out the 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | conditions of the contract. 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for War if he is now in a position : oe 
to state how many officers aa foes | vigiseriuelomechnenppoocseaggrai 
many non-commissioned officers and| CAPTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
members of the Volunteer force joined | 1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the first levy, and how many the second | War whether, seeing that the pay of the 
levy of the Imperial Yeomanry, and how | Chief Paymaster’s Army Pay Department 
many in each levy were formerly mem-| has been increased, he will consider the 
bers of the Yeomanry Cavalry. | advisability of granting some increase 
| to staff paymasters who have completed 
‘ 'ten years service in that rank in 
Tuk FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 view a the responsible additional duties 
me WAR OFFIC E (Lord STANLEY, | assigned to them in connection with the 
Lancashire, W esthoughton) : The figures | monthly payments of separation allow- 
are as follow :—First levy, 1900, Volun- 'ance and allotments to the families of 
teers, 1,145 ; Yeomanry, 1,898. _Second | soldiers serving with their regiments in 
levy, 1901, Volunteers, 3,997 ; Yeo-| South Africa as well as to those of Militia 


manry, 618. | battalions embodied for home service. 
| 
ARMY CONTRACTS—FAIR WAGE | Lorp STANLEY: The matter has 
RESOLUTION. been carefully considered, and it is not 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 1 | deemed expedient to make any increase 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the | of pay in the direction suggested. There 
War Office whether any, and if so what, | is nothing to show that staff paymasters 
express provision is contained in con-| of ten years service are specially affected 
tracts for supplies for the Army requiring | by the duties referred to. These officers 
the contractor to pay a rate of wages in| are eligible for charge pay, varying in 
accordance with the terms of the Fair | accordance with the magnitude of their 
Wages Resolution ; whether any super-| responsibilities, from 2s. 6d. to 5s. per 
vision is exercised by the War Office over | diem. 
contractors as to the rates of wages 
paid to their workpeople ; whether the | ReLIGIOUS MINISTRATIONS ON WAR. 
sub-letting of contracts is permitted,| SHIPS—THE “DIADEM” FATALITY. 
with or without notice to the War | Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
Office ; and whether he can orn SST I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
assurance that efforts will be made ral miralty whether he is aware that at the 
procure compliance with the Fair Wages inquest held at Castletown Berehaven 
Resolution in all War Office contracts. | wlative to the death of a semen, aati 
met with an accident aboard the “ Dia- 
dem,” a lieutenant of the Navy stated 
that a Roman Catholic priest was not 
sent for to minister to the wants of the 


“Thiscontract shail not be sub-let or trans- | ;,.: eae . : 
ferred without the written permissio. of the | dying man because a Church of England 





Lorp STANLEY: All contracts for 
supplies of food in the United Kingdom 
contain the usual clause, viz.— 














1199 Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 1200 


chaplain was on board the “ Diadem,” | CapTaIN DONELAN: Yes, but what 
and his services could be availed of if | is done to prevent an evasion of them ? 
the dying seaman required them, and | \ N FORSTE 

. ig Raa Saag eS Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Precau. 
ee or ee anole Sageiry: ie the | tions are taken to see that the terms 
— of existing contracts are carried out, and 


Tur SECRETARY to tue ADMI-| 2S 4 matter of fact they are rigorously 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, carried out. 
W.): There appears to be no foundation’ MEDITERRANEAN FLEET — LORD 
for the allegation that a lieutenant of CHARLES BERESFORD’S LETTER. 
the Navy stated that a priest was not| Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, §.): 
sent for because a Church of England [ beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
chaplain was on board. The evidence ralty whether his attention has been 
of the officer was to the effect that a/ drawn to a letter from Rear-Admiral 
Roman Catholic chaplain was not sent Lord Charles Beresford, in which the 
for because the injured man was not fatter states that he has communicated 
considered to be in immediate danger. | his views upon the want of strength and 
Full inquiry has been made into this the want of proper war organisation of 
case, and the circumstances were ex- | the British Flect in the Mediterranean to 
plained in my answer to the hon. Mem- | the properly constituted authorities in as 
ber on Thursday. strong and clear Anglo-Saxon language 
as he can command; whether such a 
NAVY CONTRACIS—FRESH MEAT. se oer eRe has been received; 
, : TRLAN (Oop ‘ whether its contents, or any part of it, 
aeean tin ELAN (Cork, EB): 1 ean be published ; and, if a, whether 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty hat deen ine Wie hake to waned 
whether the terms of contracts for the | 20 Steps are bang taken to remedy the 
ae S - | shortcomings which Lord Charles Beres- 
supply of fresh meat to the Navy in ford says cause him extreme anxiety 
Ireland permit the substitution of Bie a ee ae ee 


foreign for home-fed meat; and, if so,| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: My atten- 


jn what proportion. tion has been drawn to the letter from 
the Rear-Admiral Second in Command 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The terms in the Mediterranean, which has appeared . 


of contract for the supply of fresh meat in the public press. There is nothing to 
to the Navy are uniform throughout the | show that the letter was intended for 
United Kingdom. The conditions of the | publication, and it seems highly im- 
contract as to quality are as follows :— probable that the Rear-Admiral would 
“The whole of the beef to be delivered under | have taken a step so contrary to the 
this contract is to be good, fat, well-fed, freshly | discipline of the Navy as to make a public 
killed ox or maiden heifer beef, sweet, whole- | communication with regard to confiden- 
some, and free from bruises, such as shall be | tial venuvte tranemitte ib iden die enue 
approved by the commanding officer of the | ports transmitted by him in respec 
vessel supplied as in all respects fit for His | of the Fleet in which he is serving. All 
Majesty’s service, to the entire exclusion of the | official communications from the Com- 
no vg Heese elegy Dba pede A = mander-in-Chief in the Mediterranean, 
Reveldiguaied ns gael beet G be supplied.’’ as well as any communications trom the 
a i aha et Rear-Admiral and Captains of the Medi- 
There seed further stipulation as to the terranean Fleet, which the Commander- 
origin of the meat. in-Chief of that Fleet has thought fit to 
a » MOWERTAWN. Acts transmit, have been carefully considered 
CarTaInN DONELAN: Arising out of by the Admiralty. They are of a con- 
fidential nature, and there is no intention 
of making them public. 


that answer, may I ask the hon. Gentle- 
man whether steps will be taken with 
a view of preventing the supply of 
foreign meat to the Navy? Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
wish to ask my hon. friend a supple- 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The} mentary question—whether, with regard 
question on th» Paper asks for the terms | to the regular communications to which 
of the contracts, and these have been|the hon. Member has adverted, the 
read out at length, Government will take into consideration 
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the condition of the defences and the 
number of the garrisons at Gibraltar, | 
Malta, and Egypt. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 


answer is—Yes. 


IMPERIAL COURT OF APPEAL. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether, 
ference of colonial delegates in reference , 
to the Imperial Court of Appeal, there 
will be any representatives from Ceylon, | 
the Straits Settlements, and other Crown 
colonies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Sir William 
Smith, the present Chief Justice of | 
British Guiana, who has also served as a 
judge at the Gold Coast and in Cyprus, 
has been selected to represent all the 
colonies other than those under respon- 
sible government. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Has | 
the right hon. Gentleman received any 
representations on this subject from 
Ceylon or other Crown colonies asking | 
for direct representation ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir; | 
but I have had suggestions from various 
colonies that it might be desirable in the | 
interests of Crown colonies that they 
should be represented. 


COURTS OF FINAL APPEAL. 

Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General whether, 
in view of the contemplated legislation 
with regard to the courts of final appeal | 
for the Empire, he will consent to treat | 
as unopposed the motion for a Return 
entitled Appeals (House of Lords and 
Judicial Committee) on this day’s Paper. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Robert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) : 
Yes, Sir; there is no objection to it. 


INDIAN FINANCE. 
Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 


(94 Juni 1901} 


in the con- | 


ito the declaration made in the 


STATE 
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| whether he can say when the usual 
|explanatory | Memorandum on Indian 
| Finance will probably be issued. 


| Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : The explanatory Memorandum 
on Indian Finance is in the hands of the 
| printers, but some of the information 
| has only just been received from India. 
‘I hope that it will be ready for delivery 
| to Members in two or three weeks. 


Questions. 


CHINA AND THE OPIUM DUTY. 
*Sir JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, Bar- 
nard Castle): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been directed 
opium 
debate in 1891 by the right hon. Member 
for North-east Manchester, who was 
then Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, that if the Chinese Government 
thought proper to raise the duty on 


( opium to a prohibitive extent, or shut out 
the article altogether, this country would 


not expend £1 in powder and shot, or lose 
the life of a soldier, to force opium upon 
the Chinese, and whether Great Britain 
has formally informed the Powers that 
she will not consent to China’s increasing 
the duty on imports of opium and rice. 

*THeE UNDER SECRETARY or 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): My 


' attention has been directed to the declara- 
|tion of my right hon. friend, to which 
| . . . 

reference is made in the question. 


As I 
have already stated in answer to the hon. 
Member for the Holmfirth Division of 
Yorkshire, the question of an increase in 
the Chinese duty on opium has not 
arisen. 


FRENCH RAILWAY FROM TONKING 
FRONTIER TO YUNNAN-FU. 

Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is able to afford the 
House any information concerning the 
proposed French railway from Haiphong 
to Yunnan-fu, particularly with regard 
to its possible prolongation to the Yang- 
tsze, and the conditions governin_ its 
protection by French troops. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: The French 





to ask the Secretary of State for India 





Government obtained from China in 1898 
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a concession for a railway from the Ton- 
king frontier to Yunnan-fu. Its con- 
struction has not yet commenced, though 
surveys were carried out previous to the 
recent troubles. We have 
information, and we are not aware of 
any agreement authorising the employ- 
ment of French troops for the protection 
of the line. 


ANATOLIAN RAILWAY. 

Lord EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wilts, Cricklade) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in view of the fact that it is not 
proposed to present Papers with reference 
to railways in Asia Minor generally, he 
will be able to lay upon the Table Papers 
relating to the Anatolian Railway only. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: A consular 
report will shortly be issued which con- 
tains information relating to Turkish 
railways and some particulars in regard 
to the Anatolian Railway. 


TURKISH TARIFFS AND RAILWAY 
CONCESSIONS. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether any 
proposal has been made by the Turkish 
(Jovernment to increase the tariff charges 
on goods imported into Asia Minor ; 
whether he has any official information 
showing that such increased taxation 
would fall chiefly on British merchan- 
dise, and that the Turkish Government 
intends to apply the proceeds of the in- 
creased taxation to promoting the con- 
struction of a railway from Konia to the 
Persian Gulf ; and whether, in view of 
the commercial and political interests of 
Great Britain, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will refuse to consent to any increase 
in the tariff on British goods imported 
into Asia Minor. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: With re 
gard to the two first paragraphs, there is 
no further information to add to the 
answer given to the noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for the Cricklade Division of Wilt- 
shire, on the 18th instant, in reply to a 
similar question.t The proposal of the 
Turkish Government was that there 
should be an increase in the tariff for the 








* Seo page 708. 
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' whole Turkish Empire, and was not con- 
| fined to Asia Minor, and it made no 
reference to the railway from Konia to 
the Persian Gulf. 


i 
Questions. 


no further | 


IN ZANZIBAR AND 


PEMBA. 

Me. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Romford) ; 
| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty’s 
Government are proposing to reconstruct 
or abolish the system of paying com- 
| pensation to the owners for slaves freed 
‘in the Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba, 
/as recommended by Mr. Commissioner 
Last in his Despatch of 10th January, 
1901. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: His Ma- 
jesty’s Government are not proposing to 
take steps in the direction indicated, 
Such action lies, in the first instance, 
within the competence of the Zanzibar 
Government, and it appears from the 
Memorandum, printed at page 33 of 
Africa, No. 4, 1901, that Sir Lloyd 
, Matthews contemplates advising the re- 
duction of the average compensation 
by about one-half. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE: Then, is not the 
recommendation to be adopted ! 


SLAVERY 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: The hon. 
Member could not have heard the first 
part of my answer, in which I say “ the 
Government are not proposing to take 
_steps in the direction indicated.” 


NATIVE LABOUR IN EAST AFRICA. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE: I beg to ask the 
, Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether it is intended to draw 
supplementary labour to the Islands of 
'Pemba and Zanzibar from the British 
Protectorate of Uganda and British East 
Africa, under contracts for periods of 
| three years, as recommended by Sir Lloyd 
| Matthews last January ; and, if so, what 
steps will be taken to secure for the 
' natives full freedom in regard to entering 
| into a contract, and full knowledge of the 
effect of any contract which may be 
'entered into, and what arrangements 
| will be made to secure for them satis- 
factory terms and conditions. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: As_ was 
| stated in the reply to the hon. Member 
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for the Chesterfield Division onJune18th, ' based on the existence of a considerable 

His Majesty’s Government do not, as at trade in coal, which they now consider 

present advised, propose to act on the , to be injuriously affected by the proposed 

recommendation of Sir Lloyd Matthews. coal tax; and what answer, if any, has 
| been given to these representations. 


SP ig Bie Recs rggen Taz CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 

Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEAcH, Bristol, 
N.E): I beg to ask the Secretary of W.): I have received through the 
State for War whether His Majesty's (Colonial Office communications from the 
Government are aware of the cause, Gibraltar Chamber of Commerce urging 
of the delay in the commencement by the | that the duty on coal should not apply 
Turkish Government of the construction | ¢4 egal exported to Gibraltar. I cannot 
of four new lights at the southern end trac¢ any such representation as that 
of the Red Sea; whether the light dues stated in’ the question, andI do not think 
surrendered by the Egyptian Govern- that the duty could by any possibility 
ment for this purpose and accumulated |. rect the power of Gibraltar to fulfil the 
for the last ten years can be made avail- | arrangement made in this matter. 
able if a want of funds in the Ottoman 
Treasury is the reason for the continued 
danger to navigation caused by the ab- COAL DUTY INQUIRY. 
sence of these lights; whether His Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
Majesty's Government are using their I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
best influence to procure the fulfilment chequer whether he has now received 
of an undertaking entered into more any reply from the Parliamentary Com- 
than two years ago; what has occurred mittee of the Mining Association of Great 
to delay the erection of a light on the Britain to his inquiry as to whether 
Island of Socotra for which the Under they would support an extended investi- 
Secretary of State for War in 1899 stated | gation into the coal question ; and, if so, 
that the Government of India had been whether he can state the tenour of it; 
requested to prepare plans, taking into, and whether he has addressed similar 
consideration the fact that the erection inquiries to the representatives of colliery 
of this light has been regarded as impor- workmen, to chambers of commerce, 
tant for many years, and that a shipwreck | coal-exporting ports, and to coal owners 


occurred in 1897 for want of it. not connected with the Mining Associa- 
tion of Great Britain ; whether, with the 
*ViscountT CRANBORNE : — His. view of preventing an unsatisfactory con- 


Majesty's Government are informed that clusion from an inquiry confined to the 
the construction of the four lights in the probable effect of the coal duty, he can 
Red Sea will be commenced early in give an assurance that the investigation 
November. The lighting apparatus is will be by Royal Commission and of a 
being constructed, and will be ready in comprehensive scope; and whether he 
September. In regard to the light on can before Clause 3 of the Finance Bill 
Socotra, the Government of Bombay was is reached give the terms of reference to, 
unable to submit plans and estimates and the composition of, the Commission 
ina complete form until the end of last) or Committee. 
year. These are now under the con- De Mller 
sideration of the Trinity House and the ‘Sik M. HICKS BEACH: I have re- 
Board of Trade. ; ceived a reply, which I have no doubt 
the hon. Member is acquainted with, as 
it appears to have been printed and circu- 
GIBRALTAR AND THE COAL TAX. — Jated to the various local associations. | 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- can only say that it does not seem to me 
dee): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the satisfactory. I have addressed no in- 
Exchequer whether representations have quiries on the subject to the other bodies 
been made on the part of the local com- named, who have not communicated 
munity of Gibraltar to the effect that with me. The answer to the second and 
their undertaking to pay a portion of the third paragraphs of the question is in 
tost of the commercial mole was largely | the negative. 
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THE “PRIMROSE HILL” INQUIRY. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he has 
received any complaints as to the way 
in which the president of the court 
conducted the inquiry into the loss of the 
* Primrose Hill.” and as to his behaviour 
towards the solicitor who appeared on 
behalf of the parents of some of the 
drowned apprentices, and who at the 
conclusion of the case made a protest ; and 
whether he can take any steps towards 
ensuring that those who have a right 
to be represented shall have the means 
of eliciting the essential facts of the 
circumstances attending a loss such as 
that of the vessel referred to. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircute, Croydon): Yes, Sir; and the 
hon. Member himself asked me a question 
on the subject on the 14th of this 
month. I have nothing to add to my 
answer then7 except that I have no power 
to take any such steps as those suggested. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether, 
in view of the serious nature of this case, 
in which the representatives of the 
relatives of the deceased men were refused 
permission to address the court, the 
Board of Trade will seriously consider 
the advisability of securing the fullest 
representation in all cases of this kind,’ 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am not the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, and if I were 
I should not have the power to do as 
the hon. Gentleman Any 
person may havea right to be present, 
but there is a technical point—namely, 
that a solicitor representing parties has 
no right to address the court unless with 
the leave of the judge. 
“Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he considers that a desirable state of 
affairs ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
Mr..WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 


call attention to the matter on the Vote 
for the right hon. Gentleman’s salary. 


suggests. 


{COMMONS} 
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BIRKENHEAD LICENSING CASE. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 

shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 

State for the Home Department whether 

his attention has been drawn to a case 

(Superintendent of Police v. Hughes), 

decided on the 13th instant by the Birken- 

head county justices, in which an execu- 
trix of a deceased publican, who was 
carrying on the latter’s business prior 
to obtaining a transfer of the licence, 
summoned for two offences on 
premises—namely, permitting 


Questions. 


was 
licensed 
drunkenness and permitting gaming; 
whether he is aware that the case was 
dismissed upon the ground that the 
defendant was not a_ licensed person 
within the meaning of the Licensing 
Act, 1872, Section 17, and that, although 
entitled to sell, she could not be convicted 
of any offence under any of the penal 
sections of that Act ; and, seeing that 
this point is a casus omissus in the statute 
referred to, whether he will introduce 
legislation to remedy this defect in the 
existing law. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that the 
facts of the case are as indicated in the 
question, and it seems to be a case which 
would claim consideration on any oppor- 
tunity of amending the licensing law 
generally. But I can make no promise 
on the point. 


IMMIGRATION OF ALIENS. 
Sr HOWARD VINCENT: 

to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the 
foreign population of the United King- 
dom received last year a permanent 
addition of upwards of 14,000 aliens, 
in addition to 15,000 foreign sailors 
coming as passengers, and of whom 
no record is kept when they leave as 
members of the crews of outgoing British 
ships, and that there was an increase 
of over SOO per cent. in the number 
of Roumanians, of 39 per cent. in the 
number of Italians, and of 25 per cent. 
in the number of Russians and_ Poles 
arriving in this country, mainly for 
settlement in the East End of London; 
and seeing that 19,535 of these alien 
immigrants were in such a condition 
that they had to be relieved by the Jewish 
Board of Guardians and the Russo- 
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Jewish Conjoint Committee, and 2,015, 
including 1,100 Russians and Poles, 
had to be supported by the poor rates 
of London, whether His Majesty’s 
(Government will deal with this matter, 
having regard to the difficulty of housing 
our own population in east and south 
London. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp BALFour, 
Leeds. Central): The figures in the first 
paragraph of the question are approxi- 


mately correct, but it cannot be stated | 


that the Roumanians, Italians, Russians, 
and Poles arriving in this country came 
mainly for settlement in east London, a 
large number of them being known to 
have proceeded abroad. The figure 
(19.535) stated in the question as the 
number relieved by certain voluntary 
Jewish organisations appears to represent 
the total number of persons, native and 
alien, assisted by those organisations 
during the last year. The number of 
aliens who arrived in this country in 
1900 and were assisted in that year by the 
agencies referred to may be estimated 
at about 4,000. During the year 1900 
relief was given to 2.015 aliens (including 
1.100 Russians and Poles) by London 
boards of guardians, but these figures 
included many persons who had arrived 
in this country in former years, and 
more than half of them received medical 
relief only. I am unable to make any 
promise as to legislation. 


TREATMENT OF ALIENS BY THE 
UNITED STATES. 

Sr HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he is in a position to state how 
many of the aliens entering Great Britain 
last year, nominally en route for the 
United States, were refused passages by 
Transatlantic consular agents and steam- 
ship authorities at the ports of embarka- 
tion as undesirable settlers on American 
soil, and how many were refused ad- 
mission at American ports under the 
Immigration Laws of Congress; and 
whether he is aware that these persons 
condemned as unfit by America were 
left in or thrown back upon Great Britain, 
their own countries also refusing them 
passports “of re-entry. 


{24 JuNE 190i} 
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(| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: TI am 
unable to give figures as to passages to 
the United States refused by steamship 
}companies. No Transatlantic consular 
agents have any power to refuse such 
During 1900, 139 aliens 
| arriving from the United Kingdom were 
| refused admission to the United States 
|under the Immigration Laws, but I 
| cannot say how many of these entered 
Great Britain last year. This figure in- 
{cludes the persons rejected under the 
| Contract Labour Law. I have no infor- 
mation confirming the statement in the 
‘last paragraph of the question as to the 
| inability of these aliens to return to their 
native countries. and the information in 
my possession points in the other diree- 
tion. 


passages. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: Have not 
Transatlantic consular agents at Liver- 
pool power to refuse such passages 7! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I believe 
not. That, at any rate."is the informa- 
tion I have received. 


Srk HOWARD VINCENT: Has the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
been called to the Lahour Gazette, pub- 
lished by his department, in which it is 
stated that the number of emigrants 
sent back to this country shows a very 
considerable increase? What has become 
of them 2 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 


say. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Does 
the right hon. Gentleman know how 
many went to Leeds ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


FOOD SUPPLY OF MERCHANT SEAMEN 
—THE “MANCHESTER CORPORATION.” 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that fifteen of the crew of the British 
steamship ‘“ Manchester Corporation ” 
were sentenced by the magistrates at 
Montreal for refusing duty in conse- 
quence of not being supplied with suft- 
cient food ; that they were supplied with 
eight pounds of beef, three pounds of 
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which was bone, for their dinner, and | 
asked the captain for more, which he | 
refused ; whether he is aware that these | 
men requested permission to go on shore | 
to lodge a complaint to the proper | 
authority, which the captain would not 

allow, and that the men then refused to 

work ; that the magistrates ordered the 

men on board and to pay all costs or go | 
to prison for four weeks with hard | 
labour ; and whether it is his intention 
to recommend to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment the advisability of appointing a 
Committee to inquire into the question 
of the supply of food to seamen on British 


vessels, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- | 
tion has been called to the case referred 
to by the hon. Member, and I have been 
in communication with the owners of | 
the ‘Manchester Corporation” and 
with the Shipping Federation. The 
master of the vessel has also attended 
at the Board of Trade to explain the 
circumstances of the case. I understand | 
that the accuracy of the facts with regard 
to the men’s food as stated in the ques- 
tion is denied on behalf of the owners. | 
It appears that the fifteen men demanded | 
to be taken on shore in a body to see the 
consul, and that, having regard to the 
exigencies of the ship's work, permission 
was refused. As the men retused duty 
they were proceeded against. I have 
seen the official certificate of proceedings | 
at Quebec, from which it appears that | 
they were convicted for refusing to obey | 
a lawtul command, and were each sen- 
tenced to four weeks imprisonment. 
This occurred on the 13th May. Ulti- | 
mately the men agreed to resume duty, 
and were released from gaol on the 15th | 
May. rejoining the ship. In reply to the 
last paragraph of the question, [ am 
considering the advisability of appointing 
a Committee to consider questions affect- 
ing the interests of the mercantile marine 
as a whole, but I am not yet prepared to 
make any definite statement on the 
subject. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I should like to | 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
when the inquiry is held he will take | 
steps to get the opinion of seamen who | 


) 


are interested in this matter ! 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
not prepared to make any statement at 
present. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1217 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman in a position to 
say what form this Committee will take 2 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As I have 


said, I am not in a position to make any 
definite statement on the subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 


it be a Parliamentary Committee ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has already said 
twice that he is not prepared to make any 


‘further statement on the subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But 
may I ask the right hon. Gentleman—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member must accept the answer. 


If he wishes to ask any further question 


he must put it down. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Of 
course, Sir, | bow to your ruling, but I 
submit that my question arises out of 


| the reply of the right hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! When 


'a right hon. Gentleman has stated that 


he is not prepared to make any further 


| statement, it is out of order to persist in 


asking other questions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Very 


| well, Mr. Speaker, I beg to give notice 


that I shall raise the question when 
the Vote forthe right hon. Gentleman's 
salary comes on. 


LASCARS ON P. AND O. BOATS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the judgment of Mr. Justice 
Mathews, in the King’s Bench, to the 
effect that under the Merchant Ship- 
ping Act lascars and Europeans must 


|be treated alike with regard to the 


crew space; and whether the Board of 
Trade intend to take any action in this 
matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 


'my attention has been called to the 


judgment to which the hon. Member 
refers, but leave has been given to appeal, 
and, in these circumstances, I am _ not. 
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prepared to make any statement in| 


the matter at the present moment. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Can the: 
right hon. Gentleman say to what court 
it will be taken ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am) 


unable to answer that question. 


AGRICULTURAL INSTRUCTION. 


Sik W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart 
ford): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture if he intends 
to transfer the powers of his Board in 
respect of agricultural instruction to | 
the Board of Education, or if he intends 
that the Board of Agriculture shall 
undertake the organisation and _ co- 
ordination of such instruction through- 
out England and Wales. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. WALTER PALMER (Salisbury) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he can inform 
the House whether it is proposed, in 
accordance with Clause 2 of the Board | 
of Education Act, 1899, to transfer 
to the Board of Education the powers 
of the Board of Agriculture in matters 
appearing to relate to education ; and, if 
such transfer is intended, whether he 
can state when it will take place. 


*THe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD | 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): I am not prepared to transfer 
elsewhere any part of the existing duties 
of the Board of Agriculture, the functions 
of which, especially with regard to 
agricultural instruction, might, on the 
contrary, with advantage be enlarged. 
J am unable to state as yet in detail 
how this can be brought about, but I 
attach great importance to the necessity 
for extending the work already done 
by the Board in collating and publishing 
the results of experiments and the most 
recent discoveries bearing on agriculture 
both in this country and abroad, and 
also to the adva. tage to be gained by 
friendly co-operation between the Board 
and county councils in devising the best 


{24 June 1901} 
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TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION — SCHOOL 
BOARDS AND MUNICIPAL 
AUTHORITIES. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 

I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education, in 
view of the fact that the rate fund raised 
under the Technical Instruction Acts is 
not applicable for the maintenance of 
instruction in the obligatory and standard 
subjects of the Whitehall Codes, whether 
he can explain how school boards are to 
be assisted in the instruction of adult 
pupils in elementary subjects out of the 
moneys at present at the disposal of the 

municipal authorities. 


Tae VICE-PRESIDENT oF THe 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University): I am 
unable to answer this question, because, 
as I explained last week, I cannot accept 
the legal opinion upon which it is based. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask 
whether the question will be referred 
to the law officers of the Crown ! 


Sir J. GORST: I must have notice 
of that question. 


INSPECTION OF SCHOOLS. 

Smr W. HART DYKE: I beg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Edueation whether he will 
state the number of schools in respect of 
which applications for inspection have 
been received under Section 3 of the 
Board of Education Act, 1899, and how 
many of such have been inspected. 


Mr. HANBURY (for Sir JoHN GorstT) : 
There have been applications from 
ninety-nine specific schools; of these 
twenty-four have been inspected, twenty 
are now arranged for, fifty-five are still 
under consideration. Besides this, appli- 
cations have been received from county 
councils for the inspection of all their 
schools, which are under consideration. 


WELSH COUNTY SCHOOLS. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether Sub- 
section 2 of Clause 6 in the Education Bill, 


methods of instruction and experiment. | introduced by the Government this 
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session, would enable an urban district 
council in Wales or Monmouthshire 
under any conditions to claim from the 
education authority any share in the 
management or control of a county 
school (situated within such urban 
district) established under the Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act of 1889. 


Sir J. GORST: I do not think that 
such a claim could be made under Sub- 
section 2 of Clause 6 against the will of 
the education authority. The point, 
however, will be considered when the 
Bill is in Committee. 


FLINT TELEPHONE EXCHANGE. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he will ascertain what is the cause of the 
delay in establishing telephonic com- 
munication with Flint. and whether it is 
possible to expedite the completion of the 
work. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAmM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General understands that the 
National Telephone Company have for a 
considerable time been making arrange- 
ments to open an exchange in the town 
of Flint ; but he has no information as to 
the date of opening, nor is the matter one 
in which he has any control over the} 
action of the company. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Does the 
Postmaster General ever make friendly 
representations to the National Telephone 
Company when delays occur in estab- 
lishing telephonic communication ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 
Sir. 


BUENOS AYRES PARCELS POST. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- | 
bury): 1 beg to ask the Secretary to the| 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that all} 
parcels from the United Kingdom arriv- | 
ing in Buenos Ayres by parcels post are 
not delivered, or even allowed to be| 
inspected to see what they contain, until 
a tax of one dollar is paid on each ; 
whether the exaction of the one dollar 


{COMMONS} 
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tax, not as import duty, is in accordance 
with the Postal Union regulations, and, 
if not, whether the British Government 
will make a representation to the Argen- 
tine Government with a view to its dis- 
continuance ; and whether in any Case 
he will warn the British public that the 
receivers of parcels sent by parcels post 
to Buenos Ayres will have to pay the sum 
of one dollar on each, in addition to the 
import duty, before they can find out 
what the parcel contains. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General is aware that in the 
Argentine Republic a stamp duty of one 
peso (about 1s. 9d.) is payable by the 
addressees of parcels received from abroad. 
This duty is said by the Argentine Post 
Office to bea fiscal and not a postal charge. 
The British Post Office is not a party to 
the Parcel Post Convention of the Postal 
Union. Nothing, however, either in the 
regulations of that Convention, or in 


| those governing the parcels post between 


this country and the Argentine Republic, 
restricts the right to impose fiscal charges. 
Inthe forthcoming editionot t he quarterly 
Post Office Guide the public will be 
warned of the imposition of this duty. _ 


THE MANDAT CARTE. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the J reasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he has yet come to a decision as 
to the introduction in this country of the 
mandat carte system, which works well 
on the Continent. 


m4 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
introduction of the mandat carte into 
this country would be attended by 
practical difficulties ; and the Postmaster 
General does not at present see sufficient 
reason for setting up a new system of 
transmitting money through the agency 
of the Post Office side by side with the 
existing money order and postal order 
systems. 


COMPARATIVE COST OF FRENCH AND 
ENGLISH MONEY ORDERS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that 5s. can be sent 
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by money order from France to England 
for 1d., but that the cost of sending 5s. 
by money order from England to France 
is 6d. ; and can he explain why 500 per 
vent. more is charged here than in France. 
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Norfolk-Hanbury conference definitely 
stated that technical knowledge was not 
to be required of telegraphists before 
passing the efficiency barrier, operators 
in the Edinburgh telegraph oftice have 


‘ been called upon to produce evidence of 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
Sir. The French Post Office makes a 
uniform charge of 1 per cent. The | 
British charges are framed with more 
regard to the cost of the service, which 
is not proportioned to the amount of the 
order. For sums under £4 the advan- 
tage is with the French remitter. Above 
that amount it is with the English. 


TELEGRAPHIC MONEY ORDERS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the money 
notified in each telegraph money order 
is brought to the residence of the person 
for whom it is intended in India and 
other countries, and that time and in- 
convenience are saved by this arrange- 
ment ; and whether he will take steps 
for the introduction of this practice in 
the United Kingdom, or whether he 
will give it a trial. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General is aware that in 
India and other countries, where ordi- 
nary money orders are paid at the houses 
of the persons in whose favour they are 
issued, telegraph money orders also are 
so paid. But he is not prepared to intro- 
duce into this country an arrangement 
which would be confined to telegraph 
money orders, and to which there are 
practical objections. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
the system works well in India ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
I think there are great recommenda- 
tions in favour of it. 


TELEGRAPHISTS’ EFFICIENCY 
BARRIER. 

Mr. WALLACE (Perth): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether he is aware that, although the | 


technical skill before being allowed to 
proceed beyond the barrier ; and whether 
the Postmaster General can state the 
reasons for this departure from the pledge 
given to the men in August, 1897, by 
the Duke of Norfolk and the right hon. 
Member who was then Secretary to the 
Treasury. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
regulations do not prescribe that any 
technical examination must be passed 
before a telegraphist can pass the effi- 
ciency bar, and if it is found on inquiry 
that there has been any misapprehension 
on this subject in Edinburgh, steps will 
at once be taken to put the matter right. 


NEW POSTAGE STAMPS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury,’ as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the designs and colours of the 


' new postage stamps have been approved ; 


and whether, ié the present contractors 
refuse to print penny red stamps, as in 
every other country and colony of the 
Postal Union, he will give other printers 
the opportunity of printing these stamps 
of equally good quality and at less cost. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
designs of the new postage stamps 
generally have been approved, but the 
colour of the new penny stamp has not 
been finally settled. There is no question 
of any refusal on the part of the con- 
tractors to print a red stamp. 


QUEEN VICTORIA’S FUNERAL DAY— 
EXTRA PAYMENT FOR POSTMEN 
EMPLOY ED. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg toask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
having regard to the fact that 2nd Feb- 


'ruary, 1901, was ordered by the Post- 


master General to be regarded as a bank 
holiday among Post Office employees, 
and to the rule that those clerks who do 
not get a bank holiday as a day of leave 
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of absence receive another day in lieu, | not be justified in sanctioning additional 
whether he can state why this practice | expense for the purpose of providing a 
has not been carried into effect at South- | Sunday service. 

ampton, Birmingham, and other offices | 

with reference to 2nd February. ! BALTIMORE MAILS. 


eee Tm | y (Cork Co., W.): 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | a re ee ie 
Postmaster General decided that, while | ‘Treasury as representing the Post- 
those of his staff who were required to| master General, whether he is aware 
perform their ordinary duties on the|shat the mails carried from Cork to 
2nd February, the day of Her late; Baitimore by the train leaving Cork 
Majesty's funeral, should receive extra | ae 94-60 ade. aniving at Skibbace a 
payment, the alternative of holiday at | 9 p.m., Da miik week Slaieiacies (a distance 
another _time could not be allowed, | of nine miles) until the next day, that 
because, in his judgment, that was not a this mail msinity consists of letters from 
suitable way of observing an occasion of | England which are of importance to fish 


public mourning. | buyers, and that the letters from Balti- 
| more are conveyed by mail car at 4 p.m. 
SCOTTISH CENSUS. jeach day, though a train leaves at 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg | 5.35 p.m. ; and whether, in view of the 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether he has | fact that the line of railway from Skib- 
observed that the Return of the Popula- | bereen to Baltimore was constructed by 
tion and Valuation of Counties, Burghs, | te Government at a cost of £56,000 to 
and Parishes in Scotland just issued is, Promote the fishing industry, he will 
based upon the Census of 1891; and make arrangements | with the Cork, 
whether, while the types are standing, Bandon, and South Coast Railway Com- 
he will agree to a corresponding Return  P8"Y for the conveyance of the mails to 
based on the Census of 1901. _and from Baltimore. 


*Tur SOLICITOR GENERAL aa! Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Setiga: aan eatny ee : |total amount of correspondence for 
SCOTLAND (Mr. C. Scorr DICKSON, | Baltimore is not large, and as the cost of 
Glasgow, Bridgton): The Return in| the present service is high in proportion 
question is issued triennially in advance | ¢ it, additional expense for affording a 
of parish and county council elections, | se¢9nd service in the dav would not. as 
and it was thought inexpedient to wait|the hon. Member has already been 
till the new Census Returns are available ; | informed. in wameneed Burther i 
a revised Return incorporating the | quiry is being made as regards the hour 
population figures for 1901 will be/a¢ which the night mail is despatched 
issued as soon as possible. from Baltimore. Proposals have been 
|made by the railway company with 

ACHILL POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. | Tegard to the night mail service, but 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo,W.): I beg to ask | their demands have hitherto been such 


| Va ape 
the Secretary to the Treasury,as represent- | 2S the Postmaster General could not 
‘ entertain. 


ing the Postmaster General, whether he | 
is aware that there is no Sunday delivery | 
of letters at Achill, county Mayo, and | ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
that inconvenience to the inhabitants) Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
is caused thereby; and would he see|I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
that in future letters and papers are | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
delivered on Sundays. | has any objection to grant the Return 
| relating to the Royal Irish Constabulary 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | which stands on the Notice Paper for 
The question of establishing a Sunday | this day.* 
post to Achill, county Mayo, has been | 
considered, but in view of the heavy ac 
deficit on the present service, the Post- = ery ish . 
? oyal Irish Constabulary.—Return show- 
master General regrets that he would | ing the names, ages, religion, rank, and length 





* The following is the Return referred to in 
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Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): There 


are no Official records at headquarters 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 


,of Agriculture has no interest in or 


in Dublin which would give the informa- | 


tion desired by the hon. Member, and the 
preparation of the Return, extending 
over so long a period, would entail a very 


onsiderable amount of labour on the 


part of the constabulary throughout 
Ireland, as well as on the Clerks of the 
Crown and Peace. I hesitate to impose 
this labour unless 
Return will serve some useful public 
purpose. Perhaps the hon. Member 
will be good enough to communicate 
with me in the matter. 


KILLAGLIN (CO. KERRY) LINE. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the attention 


satisfied that the | 


control over the line of railway referred 
to, and has no power to take action in 
the direction suggested in the third para- 
graph of the question. I am informed 


| by the Commissioner of Valuation that 
the valuation of the railway was increased 
| by a sum of about £1,000 in 1899, the 


former valuation having been merely 
placed on the land during construction 
and the buildings. This increase in 
valuation might affect the liability of the 
baronial guarantors to the extent of £350, 


| but it would at the same time reduce the 


rates in the rating area through which 
the line passes by the same amount. 


| Moreover, against this increased liability 


of the Department of Agriculture and. 


Technical Instruction has been directed 
to the increase in the amount of the 
baronial guarantee in connection with 
the Killaglin, county Kerry, line; 
whether he is aware that this baronial 


guarantee has gone on increasing year | 


after year, notwithstanding the fact that 
the traffic and receipts have also increased; 
and whether, having regard to the effect 


of the working of the Great Southern | 


and Western Railway Company on the 
trade and prosperity of Killarney, he will 
cause the Department to compel an inde- 
pendent audit of the accounts of the line, 
at which the Kerry County Council can 


be represented, with the view of ascer- | 


taining the reasons for this increase 
in the baronial guarantee, and also so 
as to bring about the exclusion of the 
Killarney district from the payment 
of any portion of it. 





of service of members of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary who were injured while on duty 
during the past twenty years; the name of the 
county to which each member was regularly 


attached, and the name of the county in which | 


the injury was inflicted; the amount of com- 
pensation claimed and awarded in each case, 
and the name of the public authority, court of 
law, or otherwise, which made the award; 
the source from which the payment was made ; 
the nature and extent of the injuries, and how 
caused ; the duties, whether ordinary or special, 
and their nature, upon which such mem- 
bers were engaged when injured ; the names of 


members retired as result of injuries, and the | 


amount of pension, if any, in each case; the 
names and similar particulars of unsuccessful 
claimants, and the amounts claimed.” 


the guarantors last vear received a bonus 
of £862 under the provisions of Section 58 
of the Local Government Act. 


WESTPORT POLICE ARRANGEMENTS. 
Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
there is a police hut at Slinann and 
also at Moyna, in the Westport, county 
Mayo, police district ; and that the dis- 
tance between the two is only three 
miles; and, seeing that there is a police 
barrack between and equidistant from 
these huts, and as the district is crime- 
less, would he see that the huts are 
removed and the police withdrawn. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: These huts were 
established for the purpose of preventing 
crime, and, in the opinion of the local 
authorities responsible, cannot at present 
be removed with safety. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : 


| Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
the police at these huts have for a long 


time had nothing to do? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


I have ne such 


information. 
Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: But it is 
the fact. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Could not 
some of them be sent to Queen’s Island, 
Belfast ? 


WESTPORT LAND SALES. 
Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
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of Ireland whether any lands in the Kil- | 


meena and Kilmaclatter districts of the 
Westport Union have been offered for sale 


by the landlord to the Congested Districts | 


Board ; and, if so, on what terms, and 
could he state when the purchase of such 
lands will be completed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This transaction 
has not yet been completed. It would, 
therefore, be inexpedient to disclose the 
terms proposed on either side. 


BELFAST CONSTABULARY EQUIPMENT. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
[ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Royal Irish Constabulary in Belfast 
carry arms of any kind, and, if not, 
whether he will direct a change in this 
rule n view of the fact that the Royal 
Ir sh Constabulary carry arms in all other 
parts of Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Since the year 
1886 the baton has been the only weapon 
earried by the Royal Irish Constabulary 
in Beltast, except that during some dis- 
turbances in 1898 selected policemen 
were, by order of the Inspector General, 
armed for a short time with revolvers 
for their protection. Rifles are not ear- 
ried in the streets except for ceremonial 
purposes, such as guards of honour. 
The Constabulary in Belfast have rifles 
and revolvers in their barracks, and are 
kept up in their knowledge of the use of 
firearms. The system as regards the 
arming of police in Belfast does not 
differ essentially from that in other 
towns in Ireland, as batons are the only 
weapons carried by men on ordinary 
town duty. 


IRISH EDUCATION REGULATIONS. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
consider whether some alteration can 
be made in the new regulations of the 
Board of National Education under which 
all children, including infants under ten 
years of age, are obliged to be at the 
school at ten a.m., and are not allowed 
to leave the school premises, unless they 
obtain a doctor’s certificate, till 3 p.m. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that there is no such rule of the Com- 
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missioners as is referred to. On the 
contrary, managers of schools have been 
given a discretion under new regulations 
to permit infant children to leave before 
the termination of the regular school 
hours. The hour of attendance at school 
in the mornings is fixed by the local 
managers, and not by any rule or regula- 
tion of the Board. ’ 


REEVES ESTATE, SKIBBEREEN. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of [Ireland whether 
he is aware that a farmer, named Cor- 
nelius Sullivan, of Kilnaclasha, on the 
Reeves Estate, near Skibbereen, has made 
several ineffectual attempts to dispose 
of the interest in his farm within the 
past few years; is he aware of the circum- 
stances which prevent the sale being 
carried into effect, and will he endeavour 
to remove any impediment placed by 
the landlord to prevent the tenant from 
exercising the right of free sale in the 
open market. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Government 
have no power whatever to intertere in 
the manner suggested. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork): Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman give the number 
of cases in the West Riding of county 
Cork in which tenants are similarly 


placed ! 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot. 
Mr. EDWARD BARRY: Can the 


right hon. Gentleman give any informa- 
tion as to the difference between the terms 
arranged by the Land Commission, on 
which the landlord can exercise his right 
of pre-emption, and the amount offered to 
the tenant in the open market ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No useful purpose 
can be served by discussing that subject. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY : Is not the 
amount at which the landlord is allowed 
to exercise his right of pre-emption less 
than one-third of the sum offered to the 
tenant in the open market ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Iam not prepared 


‘to discuss that aspect of the question. 
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As I have said, the Government have no 


right to interfere. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY: 


nevertheless. 


It is so, 


INCENDIARY FIRES IN SLIGO. 
Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8S.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 


that, in the casesof alleged malicious burn- | 


ing of heather in Sligo county which were 
heard at the recent quarter sessions in 
Sligo the solicitor to the county council, 
who is also the Crown solicitor for the 
same county, has publicly announced 
his attention of appealing from the 
judge’s decision to the Court of Assize ; 


and whether he proposes to take steps | 
against the Irish newspapers who have | 


commented these cases while still 


pending. 


on 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.j: At the request of my right hon. 
friend | will reply to this question. The 
answer to the first paragraph is in the 
affirmative. My attention has not been 
called to any comments on these cases 
calculated to interfere with the due ad- 
ministration of justice. No proceedings 
will, therefore, be instituted by the Crown, 
but if the parties interested are of a 
diferent opinion they can proceed by 
the same methods as are open to the 
Crown. 


LOUGHREA HEATHER BURNING CASE. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland if his 
attention has been called to an applica- 
tion for compensation made by William 
Murphy, of Cupenagh, at the recent 
quarter sessions held in Loughrea before 
his Honour Judge Anderson, for mali- 
cious burning of heather and grass on 
the 3rd May last; whether he is aware that 
the police swore that, during the course 
ot their 
oi the alleged outrage, several parties, 


including two farmers named Clarke and | 


Slattery, specifically stated that they saw 


William Murphy and his family set fire. 


to the said lands, at the time and date 
sworn to in an information by Murphy 
that the malicious injury had been done 


{24 JunE 1901} 


FOR | 


investigation into the cause | 
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|to his property ; whether his Honour 
| Judge Anderson dismissed the applica- 
tion ; and, considering the fact that 
Murphy was the principal witness in other 
malicious injury applications put  for- 
ward by the landlord for the burning of 
mountain heather, over which Murphy 
acts as gamekeeper, and which were 
also dismissed by the Judge, whether he 
| will direct criminal proceedings to be 
| instituted against Murphy for swearing 
a false affidavit, upon which was grounded 
his application for malicious injury. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative ; 
the claim was rejected by the county 
court judge. No evidence was given 
by the police to the effect stated in the 
second paragraph, nor were the police 
examined at the hearing of the claim, 
but statements have been made to them 
by three persons (including Clarke and 
| Slattery), who allege they saw Murphy 
set fire to the lands. It is also the tact 
that Murphy was the principal witness 
in another similar claim for compensation 
which was dismissed on the same occa- 
sion. The question of Murphy's prose 
cution is under consideration. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT— 
IRISH TRADES CONGRESS RESO 
LUTION. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
has received a resolution passed at the 
Irish Trades Congress last month calling 
on the Government to so amend the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act as to 
include all wage earners within its pro- 
visions, and urging that more efficient 
inspection should be exercised by the 
Home Office in order to secure as far as 
possible security from accident to the 
workers ; also that all plant used in the 
execution of painters’ work should be 
deemed scaffolding, and that the thirty 
feet limit should be removed from the 
Act ; and whether the Government pur- 
pose this session to endeavour to give 
effect to this resolution. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, I 
| have seen the resolution. We have 
never supposed that the present position 
‘of this Act was to be its final position. 
I have no further statement to make on. 
| the subject. 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSION. | Education Vote first. may Task whether 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, §.):| it is not the practice to settle the order 
May I ask the Chief Secretary when the! of the Votes in accordance with the 
Report of the Land Commission will be | wishes of the Members from the country 
laid on the Table. | concerned, and whether, if the Education 

| Vote is taken first, it will not mean the 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask notice | absolute breakdown of that arrangement, 
of that question. because it will necessitate the discussion 

of various matters which will postpone 


the consideration of the other Votes, | 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. . : ‘ 
. : : ‘ which the Irish Members on both sides 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to. desire to be taken 2 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can arrange to take Irish’ Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: May I ask if 
Estimates on Friday next, and to put the right hon. Gentleman did not state 
down first for discussion on that day the on Tuesday last that he would endeavour 
Votes for Supreme Court of Judicature to arrange that the Votes be taken inthe 
and the Chief Secretary's Department. — order of precedence desired by the Irish 
Members? And did I not then publicly 
Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, S.): ask him to put the Judicature Vote first ! 
At the same time may I ask the First ss acest ie ; 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can Mr. MACARTNEY : Will the right 
arrange to take Irish Estimates on Friday hon. 
next, and to put down first for discussion 
on that day the Vote for the Chief Secre- 
tary’s Department. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is quite true, 
of course, that if hon. Gentlemen on this 
: Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. gide are in a minority, their views 
friend the Chief Secretary informs me. should not be ignored because they are 
that it is necessary, as I understand it, jn a minority. but as regards the ques 
to take money under the Education tions put by the hon. Gentleman opposite 
Estimate in order to carry on the neces- and by my right hon. friend, as the House 
sary work of education in Ireland, at a knows, I have always desired to put the 
very early date. This matter calls for Votes in the order which would meet 
examination, and if it appears to be the convenience of the House. having 
absolutely necessary I wil] put down the regard to the financial necessities of the 
Education Vote first on Friday next. administration. I will make careful 
As regards the second Vote to be taken, inquiries into the matter, and if it is 
I have an application from the hon. necessary to take the Education Vote 
Gentleman that the Judicature Vote! [| am afraid it must be done. 
should be taken, and also an application ; : 
from my right hon. friend the Member Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Has the 
for South Antrim in favour of the Chief Tight hon. Gentleman been informed, 
Secretary's Vote. There appears to be notwithstanding the Vote on Account, 
an agreement that one of these Votes which was taken to cover several months, 
should be second and the other third, that it is necessary to get this Vote on 
and I will endeavour to make the most Friday next Of course it stands to 
satisfactory arrangement I can between Treason It 1s not. 
cm, Bab 1 see mo reason why both! sey 4. J. BALFOUR: There con® 
these Votes should mes be got through no controversy about it. I will inquire, 
-as ;well as the Education Vote. and the Treasury will inform me whether 
iGO REDMOND : May Boy (© SO OF tot. TS may be oe 
that the order in which I ask the Votes Y°™™™ es Ss ee ees Se 
to be taken—namely, the Judicature 
Vote first--is the order desired by the 
overwhelming majority of the Irish Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is an 
Members? With regard to taking the indication of the absurdity of the system. 


Gentleman consider the demand 
of his supporters on this side of the 
House ? 


sary I will not press it. If it is absolutely 
necessary there is no choice in the matter. 
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The right hon. Gentleman has repeatedly 
tated that he is prepared to leave the 
order of the Votes, not to his own side, 
but to the Opposition—to a Committee in 
hich the Opposition would be in a 
najority. Now, if for the convenience 
of a Department that can be broken 
through, it shows the absurdity of the 
hole arrangement. It would be better | 
to leave the Government to take the 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have sug” 
gested more than once the desirability of | 
laving the decision of how the Votes 
should be taken to a Committee on 
which the Government would be in a 


Jninority, but we know well enough that 


such a Committee, if Treasury reasons | 
or reasons of administration affecting a 
great Department rendered it necessary | 
that some particular Vote should be 
taken, would agree to give that Vote 
precedence. 

Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- | 
ford): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury a question of which I 
have given him private notice, namely, 
whether the statement in Zhe Times | 
of Saturday, relating to an interview 
between the right hon. Gentleman and 
a deputation representing the London | 
and County Brewers is substantially 
correct ; whether the deputation urged 
the unfairness of sending the Beer Bill 
toa Standing Committee for a variety 
ot controversial reasons, and strongly 
recommended its reference to a Select 
Committee, thereby rendering any 
chance of the Bill's passing into law | 
this session practically hopeless ; whether | 
Mr. Cosmo Bonsor, who is stated to 
have introduced the deputation, is now | 
serving in a judicial capacity on a Royal 
Commission which has betore it a number 
of controversial questions of a similar 
character ; and whether, if that is the 
case, Mr. Bonsor’s services on that | 
Uommission are to be continued. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is quite | 
true that on Friday last Mr. Cosmo | 
Bonsor and some other gentlemen con- 
nected with the brewing interest called 
ipon me in connection with the pro-| 
tedure to be adopted on Wednesday | 
next, when the motion before the House 
will be that the Beer Bill be referred 
to the Grand Committee. I informed | 
them, as I should have informed any’ 
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(other deputation on any side of this 
question, that it was for the House to 


determine whether the Bill should go 
to the Grand Committee or to a Select 
Committee. I do not think that Mr. 
Cosmo Bonsor’s action in this matter 
has, or ought to have, any effect upon 
his services as a member of the Royal 
Commission. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can give the House any assurance 


| that the Education Bill will be proceeded 
| with this session. 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): At the 
same time, may I ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he can state 
when the Revenue Department (Cus- 
toms) Vote will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
|statement to make at present upon 


Government business beyond what I 
have already made, except to tell the 
House what I am informed, that it will 
be necessary to have a Ways and Means 
Bill at once, and I propose to introduce 
it to-night. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I point 
out that the answer, as I caught it, 
did not appear to be a reply to my ques-- 
tion ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What I said 
was that I really had no statement to 
make on the subject of Government 
business to the House at the present 
time, except the statement I then pro- 


‘ceeded to make in regard to Ways and 


Means. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): And 
what does that mean ? 

*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: A Consoli- 
dated Fund Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We need not 
go into that. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 2 :— 
Question again proposed, ‘ That 
Clause 2, as amended, stand part of the 


Bill.” 
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Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, Isle { 


of Thanet) said he did not rise for the 
purpose of offering any opposition to 
the clause, because he ventured to think 
that it was a distinctly good one. He 
had always regarded the abolition of 


the sugar duties by Sir Stafford North- | 


cote as a most deplorable blunder. It 
was a foolish act, for which, he, 
although himself an Under Secretary of 
State at the time, had declined to assume 
any personal responsibility, for he looked 
on it as one of the greatest financial 
blunders of the generation, with perhaps 
the exception of the abolition of the 
registration duty on grain by Mr. Lowe. 
Now the present Chancellor of 
Exchequer tardily came forward to 
repeal the great mistake made by his 
colleague. The other day he accused 
his right hon. friend of being at least 
fifty years behind the times as regards 
the purview he took of financial questions, 
and the right hon. Gentleman had 
confirmed his opinion within the last 
few days by refusing an appeal made 
to him in the House of Commons to 
enlarge the advantages which we might 
confer on our fellow colonial subjects 
in this connection. A suggestion was 
made that the clause now under dis- 
cussion afforded a favourable oppor- 
tunity of making some return for 
the advances made by our colonies in 
connection with British trade. What 
was the reply of the right hon. Gentle- 
man? His reply was that remedies | 
of the kind had been tried and discarded 
forty years ago. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, in fact, still hugged the delusions 
of past generations. He utterly failed 
to recognise the Imperial aspects of the | 
question as it presented itself in the 
twentieth century. The right hon. 
Gentleman said they could not stand 
merely on sugar, but if they once accepted 
the principle embodied in a preferential 
tariff it must be extended to other 
colonial commodities. Certainly, and 
he for one could see no danger in frankly | 
admitting that fact. He would not 
advocate exceptional treatment for sugar | 
as distinguished from other taxable | 
articles. He could quote the opinions | 
of some of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
most distinguished colleagues, Lord 
Salisbury and the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies strongly endorsing the 
principle of preferential trade within | 
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the limits of the Empire, which the 
clause now under debate offered a favour- 
able opportunity of giving effect to 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
had pronounced an opinion as to the 
desirability of offering special facilities 
to trade within the Empire. He said— 

“There is a universal desire amongst all the 
members of the Empire for a closer union 
between the several branches, and in their 
Opinion it is desirable, nay, it is essential, for 
the existence of the Empire as such. Experi- 
ence has taught us that this closer union can 
be most hopefully approached in the first 
instance upon its commercial side. 


What did the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer say with regard to that? The 
speech of his right hon. friend referred 
rather depreciatingly to the practical 
effect of Canadian legislation and ad- 
ministration in carrying out the sugges. 
tion of the Colonial Secretary. That 
was not the way to support the Imperial 
principle which his right hon. friend’s 
distinguished colleague had laid down 
with such emphasis. But his right hon. 
friend went further than that. In the 
discussion on Thursday last, he pointed 
out what he considered a great danger. 
He referred to the great difficulty of 
enforcing a provision such as was pro- 
posed, even if it were inserted in the 
Bill, and he talked about its being neces- 
sary to have in that event recourse to 
certificates of origin and other pre- 
cautions of that kind. His right hon. 
friend went still further, and said that 
that provision could be easily evaded, 
and he gave hon. Members a geographi- 
cal lesson by informing them that Cuba 
was not far from Jamaica ; but the con- 
trary statement held equally good, 


'namely, that Jamaica was not very far 


from Cuba. During the last forty years 
the difficulties referred to by his right 
hon. friend had been successfully sur- 
mounted by every Government in the 


world. What did his right hon. friend 
fear? It was, he took it, that foreign 


goods would be received in the colonies 
and dependencies of the Crown, and 
transmitted to England under the seal 
of colonial produce. Was it in accord- 
ance with common sense to suppose 
that any colonial Government would for 
an instant allow its fiscal policy and 
revenue arrangements to be deranged 
by such a palpable device? The idea 
was absurd, as all other Governments 
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had devised means of checking evasions 
of that kind. The American Govern- 
ment, under the provisions of the 
McKinley Act, levied unequal duties on 
the produce of various countries accord- 
ing as the countries did or did not afford, 
in the judgment of the American Govern- 
ment, facilities for American trade. 
Sugar was at the moment a subject of 
acute controversy, largely a press con- 
troversy, he admitted, between the 
Governments of Russia and the United 
States, and did anyone suppose that the 
United States Government would allow 
Russian sugar to enter that country by 
Germany or France? It was unques- 
tionable that what his right hon. friend 
was alarmed at was dealt with every 
day throughout the rest of the world. 
His right hon. friend spoke disparagingly 
of the attempt to enforce the right of 
this country and of Parliament to afford 
facilities for trade to the most distant 
portions of the Empire. The British 
Empire, so far as foreign nations were 
concerned, was one vast Imperial unit. 
Of course, financial arrangements dif- 
fered in various parts of the Empire, but 
the object of the denunciation of what 
Lord Salisbury called ‘‘ those unlucky 
treaties "°—and he thought he even used 
a stronger term—was to allow such a 


policy. His right hon. friend admitted 
that Lord Salisbury had spoken strongly 
against the treaties which were now 


abrogated, but his right hon. friend 
apparently wished to reintroduce the 
system which the abrogation of these 
treaties had abolished for ever. His 
right hon. friend talked of the danger of 


reprisals from foreign countries, but 
was not that understood when the 


treaties were abrogated. His right hon. 
friend also talked about the strong feeling 
in Germany, and he would add that he 
thought that that strong feeling had 
intimidated His Majesty's Government 
into what was a hostile act towards the 
great Dominion of Canada. He under- 
stood his right hon. friend warned the 
House of Commons against forcing the 
hand of the Government, or compelling 
them to assume an attitude which might 
give rise to offence in foreign countries, 
but foreign countries did not consider 
British feeling ; they laid on every shil- 
ling of duty they could, and consistently 
iramed their tariff arrangements accord- 
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ing to their own necessities and require- 
ments. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): So do 
we. 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: The hon. 


Gentleman opposite says ‘So do we,” 
but the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
warned the House of Commons not to 
exercise its discretion, but to beware of 
offending foreign countries. He himself 
did not wish to say anything disrespectful 
of foreign Governments, but when the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer warned the 
House of Commons against exercising 
the liberty accorded to it by the action 
of Lord Salisbury, he might be permitted 
to quote what Lord Salisbury said. In 
June, 1891, in reply to a deputation, 
Lord Salisbury said— 

“With respect to those two unlucky treaties 

(with Belgium in 1852 and Germany in 1863) 
that was made by Lord Palmerston’s Govern- 
ment some thirty years ago, I am sure the 
matter of the relation of our colonies could not 
have been fully considered. We have tried to 
find out from official records what species of 
reasoning it was that induced the statesmen of 
that day to sign such very unfortunate 
pledges.” 
His right hon. friend would now wish to 
put the country back into the position 
from which Lord Salisbury rescued it— 
of not being able to legislate in concur- 
rence with the colonies without obtaining 
the leave of foreign Governments. Lord 
Salisbury continued— 

* But I do not think that they had any 

notion that they were signing any pledges at 
all. I have not been able to discover that they 
realised the importances of the engagements 
upon which they were entering. I think I can 
give you with the greatest confidence an assur- 
ance that not only this Government, but no 
future Government, will be disposed to enter 
into such engagements again.” 
In face of that statement of the Prime 
Minister, his right hon. friend had now 
conjured up the foreign bogey, and 
attempted to prevail on the House of 
Commons not to avail of that freedom 
of action accorded to it, but to allow its 
hands to be tied. Lord Salisbury con- 
cluded— 

** We shall be glad indeed to take every oppor- 
tunity that arises for delivering ourselves from 
those unfortunate engagements.” 

Lord Salisbury had obtained liberty of 
action for the Government, but now his 
right hon. friend showed a disposition 
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to fetter that liberty. He should have 
scarcely thought that such a_ policy 
would be announced in the House of 
Commons by a colleague of Lord Salis- 
bury. The action of the Government 
with reference to Canada was most un- 
fortunate, especially in days when it was 
desired that the colonies should more 
cordially approach the mother country. 
He need not recall to the recollection of 


the Committee the resolution adopted | 


at the Ottawa Conference, which con- 
sisted of representatives of the whole 
Empire. That Conference passed a reso- 
lution, he thought with absolute unan- 
imity, urging that liberty should be 
accorded to the colonies to make fiscal 
arrangements without reference to any 
foreign Power. The colonial Premiers, 
during their visit to England in the 
Jubilee in 1897, unanimously passed a 
resolution urging the adoption of the 
principle of deferential treatment. 

: He asked the House not to be 
frightened by the bogey raised by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, but to 
realise that the right to establish a 
reasonable preference for British goods 
within the British Empire was conferred 
upon them by the action of the right hon. 
Gentleman's own colleague. He warned 
the Committee that it was nota fact that 
public opinion was not favourable to such 
a policy. He thought that public opinion 
was favourable to it. Politics apart, the 
great mass of Members who had any 
opportunity of mixing with colonial 
statesmen were strongly impressed with 
the view that some solid substantial step 
in that direction was an essential element 
of Imperial rule. The colonies, ot course, 
were able to look after their own interests. 
One saw. day after day, negotiations 
between the different colonial Govern- 
ments and foreign countries. He asked 
a question himself not long ago of the 
Colonial Secretary as to whether it was 
not the case that a subsidised steamship 
line was actually in operation between 
Canadian and French ports, and the 
answer was that last year a steamship 
line involving a payment by the Canadian 
Government of £10,000 a year had been 
established between French and Canadian 
ports. His right hon. friend’s speech 
the other night was a distinct repudiation, 
on the part of himself as at present 


responsible for the financial arrange- , 


Mr. James Lowther, 
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ments of this country, of the advance 
already made by Canada without any 
return, and his right hon. friend went 
so far as to hint that Canada did not 
know its own business. [Sir M. Hicks 
Beacn dissented.] He had certainly 
gathered that from the remarks of his 
right hon. friend, which, however, he 
unfortunately had to take second hand. 
He understood his right hon. friend, by 
an interpolation during another speech, 


to intimate that although it was true 


that trade between Canada and the 
British Empire had increased since the 
introduction of Sir Wilfrid Laurier’s 
preferential tariff, nevertheless, Canadian 
trade with the United States had also 
increased, although the tariff arrange- 
ments did not apply. What did that 
mean? It meant that Canada would 
conclude that, after all, it would have 
done just as well if it had not adopted 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier’s 334 per cent. tariff. 
That was certainly calculated to dis- 
courage the Canadian Government, and 
he thought it was a most deplorable 
utterance. He would have been sorry 
to permit the clause to pass without 
uttering his emphatic protest against 
what he might call the levity with which 
a great Imperial movement had _ been 
treated by the Government. The Govern- 
ment had adopted the attitude they had 
without taking into account the unani- 
mous opinion of the colonies. The great 
Commonwealth of Australia was guided 
by statesmen who had strongly pro- 
nounced themselves in favour of a 
moderate and reasonable application of 
the principle of preferential tariffs. 
There was a general demand throughout 
the Empire that such facilities should be 
granted, and he ventured to state there 
was a very strong and decided opinion 
in the United Kingdom itself with regard 
to it. In the position in which they 
were now in, all he could do was to utter 
a strong and emphatic protest against 
the short-sighted selfish policy which had 
been adopted, a policy which was caleu- 
lated to drive the colonies into making 
bargains with foreign countries, perhaps 
to the disadvantage of Great Britain. 
He thought his right hon. friend was 
not fully alive to the great change of 
opinion on the subject which had taken 
place, not only in Great Britain, but 
throughout the Empire. 
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*Tne CHANCELLOR oF THe EX-|able one. He quite agreed that if the 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu,;} Committee were to discuss the details 
Bristol, W.): My right hon. friend says | throughout the clause there would not be 
he is in favour of the general policy any opportunity of coming to a decision 
of the Finance Bill, but he has taken a on the general clause. The right hon. 
most remarkable way of showing it.) Gentleman's reply was not quite con- 
For a full half-hour my right hon.) vincing. but it satisfied him that the 
friend has entertained the Committee! proposal the Chancellor of the Ex- 
with a dissertation on matters on! chequer was prepared to adopt was a 
which we all know his opinion, and reasonable one, and one which the 
which have already been, on this clause,| Committee could accept. He desired 
the subject of debate for three or four! to refer to two remarks which the 
hours on Thursday last. Why did) Chancellor of the Exchequer made in 
not my right hon. friend take part in| his speech. In the first place, the right 
that debate? Presumably my right hon. | hon. Gentleman said that for the pro- 
friend was in another and more agreeable | posals of taxation the House must 
place. Why was he not here on Thurs- | accept the authority of the Government. 
day last ? That was quite true, and the Committee 
, -_ was not entitled to reject a proposal of 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: It was ah" 1 Se ee 
; ‘this kind unless it was prepared with 
asco. : 7 

sais an alternative proposal. The second 

; ee = remark was that the right hon. Gentle- 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: But if my rage re . 

: op * man would look into this matter in a 
right hon. friend had been present the | : ae 3 

5 : ‘ .. year or two, and if he found in the 
fiasco might have been avoided, and his. : : AE Sith 
ie Ge i ed eels practical working the Bill did not turn 
) Oo Ss ¢ é re ys) re > yi e = on 
_ ° ©. out well it should be modified. 
to in some better way. As it was, the 
wlicy he now suggests was negatived ‘ a ' 
oa ag collees. .ae as 5 -| *Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I went 
almost unanimously by the House of | ; eR as 
; Aaa further than that. I should not wait 
Commons on Thursday last. : ee stabs: tae 
’ as long as two years. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, *Mpr. LOUGH thought that nothing 
Central) : But my right hon. friend will’ could be fairer than the way in which 
not say that that was a genuine ex-)the Committee had been met, and that 
pression of the opinion of the House. | the result was to enable them to leave 

4 _. | the details and approach the main 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: My right | question and discuss whether the tax 
hon. friend has described it as a fiasco, | was a wise one or not. and whether it 
but I am quite prepared to admit that / was the best way to obtain the £5,000,000 
the division on Thursday may not | which the right hon. Gentleman proposed 
accurately represent the amount of! to raise by this clause. The hon. 
support which the principle mignt | Member for the Isle of Thanet had said 
obtain. | he was a Member of the Government 
*Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I am! which abolished the sugar duties, and 
quite satisfied. | had said what a foolish thing they had 
done by so doing, but he would quote 
*Sire M. HICKS BEACH: I would what Sir Stafford Northcote, the Chan- 
ask hon. Members who have had an| C¢llor of the Exchequer of that Govern- 
opportunity of expressing their views and ment, had said 6% 1874— 
of obtaining the opinion of the House,| “The sugar duties are a source of revenue 
. : . which does more harm than it produces good ; 
and who, like my right hon. friend, their removal would be permanent . . . . 
desire to support the clause generally, England would become the great entrepot of 


to be good enough to refrain from | the sugar trade and the result 
would stimulate and support the commercial 


giving the House a repetition of the sabaveet of the couniay.” 


debate on Thursday last. 
“s ae 1 ‘ 
Those were the opinions of Sir Stafford 


*Mr. LOUGH thought the suggestion | Northcote, and it was highly interesting 
of the right hon. Gentleman wasa reason-| to consider them twenty-seven years 
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after. One prophecy Sir 8S. North- 
cote made was not fulfilled—the 
removal of the duties was not 


to be permanent; but a great many 
of his prophecies had been fulfilled. 
Sir Stafford Northcote said he hoped 
the island of England would become the 
entrepot of the sugar industries of the 
world, and what progress had heen made 
in that district since the duties had been 
abolished? The consumption of sugar 
per head of the population in this country 
was 90 Ibs., which worked out at a figure 
of at least 1,500,000 tons coming 


into our ports a distributed throughout | most bold and open way. In 
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led, after great consideration, to these 
duties being removed. Adam Smith in his 
great work on economics, in that chapter 
in which he dealt with “the most just 
taxes for the people,” laid down prin- 
ciples for every good tax. The first 
principle was that the subjects of every 
State ought to contribute towards the 
support of the Government of the State 
as nearly as possible equally according 
to their respective abilities, with respect 
to the earnings which they enjoyed 
under the protection of the State. This 
tax set that principle at defiance in the 
1776 


the kingdom every year, or, in other} Adam Smith treated sugar as a luxury, 


words, 5,000 tons per week. This 


country had truly become the entrepdt | 


of the sugar industries; the consump- 
tion of sugar in this country was double 
that of any other country in the world. 


The next great consumers were Denmark | 


with a consumption 
of 45 Ibs. her head ; then came Germany 
with 30 lIbs., France with 26 lbs., and 
Austria with 17lbs. her head. All those 
countries were sugar-producing countries 

yet owing to the wise act of Parliament | 
nearly thirty years ago they produced | 


and Switzerland, 


' but no man to-day would ¢ deny that it was 


one of the most vital necessities of the 
people. Every good tax should be im- 
posed in such a manner that all con- 


| tributed in proportion to their wealth ; 


in this case there was the exactly 
opposite effect. The rich man, if any- 
thing, used less sugar than the poor man, 
and £2,000,000 out of the £5,000,000 
which the right hon. Gentleman hoped 
to obtain would be wrung out of the 
scanty pittance of those who could not 
afford to pay any tax whatever. Mr. 


not for themselves, but for the purpose | Charles Booth showed that in London 


of putting their products on our tables. 
As a result of that legislation there had | 
been a steady improvement in the quality | 
of Austrian sugar sent to this country, | 
and the sugar sold in Prague at 4d. a 


pound was sold in this country at 2d. | 
advantages | 


These were some of the 
which were engendered by the wise act 
of twenty-seven years ago. The Com- 
mittee must, however, consider that 
sugar was not only prepared food, but 


also the raw material forming the basis | 


of hundreds of manufactures in this 
country. Great industries had been 
set up; the production of jam and 


marmalade had stimulated the growth | 


of fruit in country districts; the manu- 
facture of biscuits, confectionery, choco- 
Jate, and aerated waters had developed. | 
No 
were used in brewing in one year. 
When the Committee remembered these | 


40 per cent. of the population had to 
live on something that was below the 
proper margin of “subsistence all those 
| people eat sugar, and the vice of the sugar 


| tax was that, although the people could be 


made to pay, it was only to be done in 


the same manner as would be done by 
taking away a proportion of the food 
from an animal. 
/tax was that these people would become 
less efficient in their work, so that in a 
round-about way it would fall back upon 
‘the rich in the shape of higher wages 
or a smaller development of work. 
second principle laid down by the same 
authority was that the tax an individual 
'was bound to pay should be certain 
‘and not arbitrary. 
| case 
less than 150,000 tons of sugar | twenty-four different rates of duty were 


The result of such a 


The 


The amount in this 


was, not certain. No less than 
‘embodied in the Bill, and no purchaser 


abroad could tell exactly what was the 


things they would see that it would be! rate at which his sugar would be ad- 


an evil day for this country when Parlia- 
ment set itself to reverse the policy of 
1874. 

Having thus surveyed the practical 
effects of that policy he would ask the 
Committee to consider the principle which 


Mr, Lough. 





mitted into this country. Adam Smith 


laid down the principle that it was better 


to lay on a heavy tax that was certain 
than a lighter one that was not, but 


that principle had also been set at defi- 


ance. The third principle was that 
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and in the manner which was most 
convenient to the contributor to pay, 
and it certainly did seem convenient that 
when one bought an article he paid a 
small contribution ; but Adam Smith also 
laid it down that it was the luxuries and 
not the necessities that should be taxed, 
and that if a barrier was placed between 
aman and what was necessary to him 
a great injury was inflicted upon him, 
and the State was not assisted. The 
hest example of the luxury was beer. 
Nothing could be more proper than that 
on every glass of beer a 
should be made to the State, because 
heer was not a necessity, and those whom 
necessity compelled to avoid the tax 
could very well abstain from using it. 
Sugar, however, stood in a different 
ategory, and the additional price 
would fall heavily on the people. The 
fourth principle was that every tax 
ought to be so laid as to take as little as 
possible from the people in excess of 
what was paid into the Exchequer. 
That was the most vital principle, and 
one reason why he opposed this tax 
was that he believed it to be a most 
extravagant tax; millions would be 
wrung from the pockets of the people 
which would not find their way into the 
Exchequer at all. 

The right hon. Gentleman had admitted 
that he had borrowed that scale from 
the United States. He had pointed out 
‘to the right hon. Gentleman that 
within four years of the United States 
Government adopting that scale a great 
industrial combination had grown up in 
America called the Sugar Trust, which 
probably wrung from the pockets of the 
people as much as was got by the Revenue. 
He held that a tax imposed i in sucha way 

gave great opportunities—he would not 
say for fraud, but for practices which | 
were very hurtful to the Revenue, and | 
which no one who wished to see the | 
‘tax voluntarily paid would approve. | 

This sugar tax violated every one of the | 
four vital principles which had been laid | 

down by that great economist, and, ve | 
were now to reimpose a tax which twenty- 


seven years ago had been abolished 
“for ever.” He submitted that the | 


Committee ought to be very slow to go 
back into the dark era out of which the 
‘country had come. He could aot enter | 
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every tax ought to be levied at the time 


contribution | 


‘expenditure of the country. 


Bi. 


into a discussion upon the Finance Bill 
without remembering that in this case 
, there were two islands to be dealt with— 
Great Britain and Ireland. The duty 
would press with peculiar weight upon 
the people of Ireland. In that country 
75 per cent. of the whole taxation was 
indirect and paid by the poor, and 25 
per cent. was direct and paid by the rich, 
and this new duty, which imposed an 
additional burden of £500,000 a year on 
Ireland, would raise the proportion of in- 
| direct taxation to nearly 80 per cent. It 
would have been far better in the interest 
of trade and of the whole kingdom it, 
instead of the sugar and coal duties, 4d. 
had been added to the income tax. The 
sugar duty was certainly a bad and 
retrograde proposal, and he hoped it 
would be rejected by the Committee. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he did not oppose 
the sugar tax because he desired that less 
taxation should be raised this year. 
Indeed, he thought the Government had 
not imposed sufficient taxation to meet 
the expenses of the war and the ordinary 
But there 
were three other branches of taxation to 
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which it would be better for the 
country, for trade, and for the con- 
sumer if the Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer had gone for the additional 
revenue he required rather than to 
sugar and coal. He believed it would 
have been better to have increased the 
income tax to a larger amount. The 
yield of that tax had increased in ten years 
by some £120,000,000, which showed 
that there was very good ground tor 
further increasing that tax. Apart from 
the question of income tax he differed 


,from the view of the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer that further taxation could 
not be imposed upon wines, spirits, and 
beer. He doubted very much whether 
those particular liquor interests could 
not stand a considerable increase of 
taxation. At all events, an appreciable 
sum might have been raised by a large 
licence duty on public-houses. But as- 
suming that that branch of taxation was 
exhausted, he would have much preferred 
an increase of the duty on tea or tobacco 
to the creation of a new duty, for the 
reason that the duty on tea and tobaceo 
was practically a duty on the consumer, 


8 B2 
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and only toa very slight extent did injury 
to trade. It would have been better 


{COMMONS} 


to increase the duty than to disturb two 


great trades such as the sugar and coal 
trades for the comparatively small sum 
to be raised. The principle upon which 
our fiscal policy had for many years been 
based was that of freeing from taxation 
as-far as possible articles of food and the 
raw materials of industry, and he opposed 
the sugar duty because it violated that 
principle. Its effect upon the consumer 
was the least important side of the ques- 
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‘sugar duty was finally repealed. The 
people of the country were in a very 
different position now from that of 
twenty-five years ago, when that duty 
was. repealed. At that time the duty 
was practically a mere revenue duty on 
consumption, and the total consumption 
per head of the population was about 
20 pounds per annum. It had now 
risen to 90 pounds, of which only 56 
pounds were consumed by the indi- 


vidual, the remainder being used by the 


tion, the serious aspect of the new taxation | 
was its effect upon trade. With regard to , 


the consumer, it was perfectly obvious that 
the imposition of a heavy tax upon 
sugar must hit very hardly the con- 
sumer, especially the consumer in Ire- 
Jand, and, as was always the case with 
this sort of indirect taxation, the poorest 
classes were hit the hardest. 
dence of such a tax as the sugar tax, in 
the first place, whatever it might be in 
the ultimate result, must necessarily fall 
on the poorest classes, while in this par- 


| years ago. 


The inci- | 


ticular case it would, he was afraid, fall | 


more on the women and children than 
on the working men themselves. 


But | 


putting aside the consumer, the gravity | 
of the imposition of this tax was greatly | 


increased from the fact that it was a 
new tax, which, for the first time for 
many years, would interfere in a most 
harassing and destructive manner with 
many industries throughout the country. 
The annual consumption of sugar per 


rarious trades. The total imports of 
sugar then were about £7,000,000, 
while now they were no less than 
£12,000,000. Therefore this duty on its 
reimposition would be a totally different 
thing from the duty repealed twenty-five 
The Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer had argued that no real disadvantage 
would arise from the duty, because in 
1893 the price of sugar was considerably 
higher than at present, and that it was 
since that time these different industries 


had to a large extent sprung up. But 
those industries had arisen chiefly 


because sugar was free, and could be 
dealt with in a free way, and because the 
trades believed it was cheapening, as it 
had cheapened. It seemed to him that 
it was no argument at all in favour of the 
imposition of the tax to say that at a 


|time when the conditions were totally 


person worked out at 90 pounds, but in | 
his Budget speech the Chancellor of the | 


Exchequer had taken exception to that 
figure, stating that the personal con- 
sumption was only 56 pounds. That 


meant that the other 34 pounds per head | 


were used in the different industries, so 


that a large proportion of the whole | 


would not affect the consumer, but 


would do more harm by interfering | 


In 1860, when Mr. Glad- 
considerable number of 


with trade. 
stone made a 


alterations in the financial system of the | 


country, he decided not to reduce the tea 


and sugar duties on the ground that | 
those duties were simply revenue duties, | 


and did not in any way interfere with 
trade, as they affected only the consumer, 
and he preferred to remit taxation which 
interfered with or disadvantaged trade. 
‘The same argument was used when the 


Mr, Sydney Burton. 


different the price was lower, and that 
therefore the tax could be imposed with- 
out interfering with or harassing trade. 

In connection with this question of 


trade he might point out that, thanks to: 


the policy of successive Chancellors of 
the Exchequer, our import duties had 
been reduced in every possible way. Last 
year the number of heads and sub-heads 
of our tariff upon which taxation was 
‘levied, and which had therefore to be 
examined by the Customs officials, was 
forty-six. At one sweep the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was adding eight 
heads and no less than twenty-three sub- 
heads to the tariff, making a total of 
seventy-seven, instead of forty-six duties. 
|This was in a free trade country, 
whose policy had been to free the tariff 
as far as possible. That meant the 
'examination of all these imports and the 
‘handling of every: parcel, with the result 
that much damage was done and great 
delay caused, while the freedom of trade, 
| which.was of the greatest possible benefit 





124 


t0 
larg 
crit: 
aut! 
beli 
‘tot 
pert 
syst 
red 
wor 
part 
new 
then 
deba 
impr 
bein 
sorts 
tious 
Cust 
Al 
was 
be sé 
imp 
direc 
posit 
lead 
whic 
suga 
prop 
a fey 
own 
facili 
sutfe 
he W 
SO O! 
resul 
ot gr 
suttey 
the | 
wouk 
more 
to th 
migh 
sugar 
of th 
about 
Broac 
necess 
on tr 
sary 
that 
more 
result 
in th 
many 
was la 
the ha 


duties 


an 
its 
nt 
ive 
he- 
ge 

in 
bly 


yas 


put 
fly 
be 
he 
it 
rat 
he 


lly 
nat 
th- 
de. 

ot 


to: 


ot 
vad 
ast 
ids 
Vas 

be 
vas 
lor 
rht 
ub- 

of 
ies. 
ry, 
riff 
the 


the: 


ult 
eat 


de, . 


efit 





1245 ‘Finance 


‘to the wage-earning classes, was very 


largely restricted. He did not desire to 
criticise the way in which the Customs 
authorities discharged their duty; he 
believed they did it as far as they could 
to the best possible advantage, but it was 
perfectly obvious that in any Customs 
system there must be a large amount of 
red tape, delay, and expense, and, still 
worse, a considerable uncertainty on the 
part of importers and others as to what 
new regulations might be sprung upon 
them at any particular moment. Recent 
debates in Committee had shown the 
impossibility of any goods of this sort 
being examined without leading to all 
sorts of harassing regulations and vexa- 
tious proceedings on the part of the 
Customs authorities against the importer. 

Another peint worthy of consideration 
was that, while at present sugar could 
be sent into the country at any port the 
importer desired, and could be despatched 
direct to any place he wished, the im- 
position of this tax would of necessity 
lead to bonded warehouses for sugar, 
which would invelve the sending of 
sugar to certain ports only. <A large 
proportion of the sugar was imported by 
a few big firms, who would have their 
own bonded warehouses, with every 
facility, and so the small importer would 
suffer in competition by the difficulty 
he would bave in clearing his goods and 
He was afraid that one ef the 
results of this policy would be the creation 
of great trusts, from which America had 
suffered so severely. The tendency of 
the legislation now under consideration 
would be to place these matters more and 
more in the hands of the great importers, 
to the detriment of the smaller men, and 
might ultimately result in a trust in 
sugar. The fact was the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had talked too glibly 
about breadening the basis of taxation. 
Broadening the basis of taxation of 
necessity meant equivalent restrictions 
on trade; and though it might be neces- 
sary to increase taxation, he regretted 
that the Government had not taken 
more trouble to avoid the disastrous 
results to a large number of industries 
in the ceuntry, and the destruction of 
many of the smaller ones in which sugar 
was largely used, which would arise from 
the harassing and vexatious nature of the 


so on. 
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hon. Gentleman the Member for Thane* 
had suggested, that Mr. Lowe and Sir 
Stafford Northcote were unwise in re- 
pealing the sugar duty, he thought the 
country had been fortunate in that for 
twenty-five years there had been com- 
plete freedom from the duty. It might be 
said that there was want of foresight. on 
the part of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer of that date in relinquishing 
that particular branch of revenue, but it 
would have required a great deal of fore- 
sight to have anticipated the advent of 
such an extravagant Government as the 
one at present in power. It had to, be 
remembered that in those days the 
revenue was very buoyant, the expendi- 
ture was kept down, and the system of 
throwing away money by means of doles 
had not been invented. If it was a ques- 
tion of foresight, they might rather attack 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in view of the large sums of money given 
away in doles and the greatly increased 
public expenditure of the last few years. 
He should certainly vote against the 
proposal of the Government, not on the 
ground that so much taxation ought not 
to be raised, but because it might have 
been raised with much less distress to the 
consumer, much less injury to trade, and 
much greater advantage to the country 
as a whole. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said that if there was one subject 
more than another which interested the 
electors at the recent election in the 
Saffron Walden Division it was the im- 
position of the tax on sugar, and on 
behalf of those electors he desired to 
protest against the unfairness of the taxs 
especially in its effect upon the poorer 
classes. He wished the Committee to 
realise how hardly the tax would press 
upon the poor and how little it would 
affect the rich. Recently he applied t> a 
large co-operative store, which supplied 
1,300 customers, 1,200 of whom were 
wage-earners, and asked how muny 
articles they were about to raise in price 
in consequence of the imposition of this 
tax, and the list he received in reply con- 
tained the following twenty-seven articles 
—biscuits, home-made beer, blacking, 
bottled fruits, British wines, cake flour, 
cakes, candied peel, candy, chocolate, 


-duties. Instead of thinking, as the right | cocoa, condensed milk, preserved ‘fruits, 
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health salts, jams, marmalade jellies, 
lemon cheese, lemon curd, sugar sweets, 


pickled bacon, lemonade, lime juice, 
pomfret cakes, sherbet, syrup, and 
treaele. If these articles were not directly 


increased in price there was an inferior 
article supplied as a direct consequence 
of the imposition of this tax, or the 
amount in bulk was reduced.. The tax 
seemed to have not only disorganised the 
trade, but an increasing quantity of 
inferior sugar was being sold to con- 
sumers. He wrote to one of the largest 
grocers he knew in his constituency, and 
asked him how the tax affected his busi- 
ness, and he replied as follows— 

“In reply to your inquiry respecting the 
operation of the sugar tax, our own experience 
is—and we supply a large number of small 
shops—that the sale of all kinds of sugar has 
decreased quite 20 per cent. Consumers amongst 
the working classes are purchasing an inferior 
quality. Retailers have only advanced their 
price }d. per lb. The probable consumption of 
sugar per week in an average labourer’s 
household is 6 lbs. per week. Of course, the 
increased cost of many other articles owing 
to the sugar tax bears very heavily on the 
working classes.” 

This grocer lived in a district 
there was a great deal of grass land. 
Where there was a great deal of grass 
land the humbler classes could purchase 
milk, and for that reason they had a less 
quantity of sugar. On the contrary, 
where there was little grass. and where 
it was nearly all ploughed country, as 
was the case with the bulk of the county 
of Essex, a larger proportion of sugar 
was purchased by the working classes, 
and instead of 6 lbs. per week the quan- 
tity varied from 8 to 14 lbs. per week per 
household. It came to this, therefore, 
that owing to the imposition of this tax 
the average family had to pay something 
like sixpence per week every week in the 


where 


vear. 
fivepence per week, and that the agri- 
cultural wage earner received 17s. a 
week—the majority in the county which 
he represented got wages varying from 


lls. to 13s. a week—the imposition of | ! ; 
this tax meant 24 per cent. of his income. | !¢ ought to be done in aecordance with 
tr ‘the principle of equality of saerifice. In 


He asked the Committee to compare this 


with the case of the richer individual | 


who had an income of £1,000 a year. 
That individual, because of his greater 
wealth, consumed double the quantity 
of sugar, and 2d. had been added to his 
income tax. They were, therefore, only , 


Mr. J. A. Pease. 
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If they assumed that it was only | 


Bill, 1248; 


calling upon the rich man to pay 1 per: 


cent. on his total income, whereas they 
were calling upon the poor man to pay 24 
per cent. of his total ineome. In that 
way this tax was unfair to the mass of 
the people. If he took the ordinary ease 
of the agricultural labourer who had: 
12s. per week, and assumed that 12 Ibs, 
of sugar was the amount his family con- 
sumed if living in an arable district. 
where they were unable to get any milk, 
the tax meant that this poor man would 
actually pay 5 per cent. of his total in- 
eome ; while the man receiving £10,000 


a year would only pay 1 per eent. of his. 


What were the principles on 
which taxation was imposed in this 
country ! Were they rejecting the prin- 
ciples of Adam Smith, which the Member 
for West Islington had dwelt upon that 
afternoon ? The hon. Member for West 
Islington alluded to the principle that 
payment should be made to represent 
equality of sacrifice between man and 
man. Instead of that principle being 
adopted, it appeared to him that equal 
payment or something similar was being 
adopted by the Government. If the 
principle of taxation in this country was 
that every man, whether rich or poor, 
should pay an equal amount, the Govern- 
ment should say clearly that they desired 
a poll tax of say £5 per head, so that the 
electors might realise the — principle 
which was involved. He objected to 
the tax not only on the ground that it 
was unfair to the poor, but because it 
was not proposed to make it even a 
temporary tax. In a peried of deelining, 
prosperity this tax was placed on one ot 
the staple foods of the people. In his 
judgment the last article any Govern- 
ment ought to place a tax upon was one 
which was an actual necessity in the 
daily life of the working classes. of this 
country. He had always favoured direct 
rather than indirect taxation, and he 
should like every individual in the State 
to be ealled upon to pay his fair share for 
the government of the country; but 


income. 


the past our prosperity had been largely 
attributable to the fact that we had free 
trade. When there were such men in 
the House as the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Isle of Thanet and the 
hon. Member for Central Sheftield, who 
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{24 JuNE 190]} 


Bill. 1250 


welcomed this tax because it was a pro-| to fight fairly, which up to the present 


tective tariff, and because it would lead to 
the imposition of a duty upon corn—men 
who regarded this tax as the thin end of 
the wedge—the Government ought to 
be on their guard and pause before in- 
stituting a tax which he believed would 
be retrogressive and detrimental to the 
great trade interests of the country. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said he also represented a division 
of Essex, and he could assure the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that the sugar tax 
was popular. The working classes were 
quite ready to provide their quota of the 
expense of the war and to meet their 
obligation in connection with the in- 
creased expenditure of the country. The 


hon. Member for Saffron Walden had said | 


that the poor man would be unduly 
taxed. Did the poor man consume 
chocolate ? 


Mr. J. A. PEASE said his statement 
was that 1,200 wage-earners were con- 
suming all these articles. He got the 
figures from a co-operative store. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that that 
was not his point at all. The hon. Mem- 
ber said that the man who had an income 
of £1,000 a year contributed less in pro- 
portion than the working man. But 
the hon. Member did not take into calcu- 
lation the number of employees which 
the man with £1,000 a year engaged ; 
and that if the man himself did not con- 


sume the sugar he consumed other 
dutiable articles. Therefore the rich 


man was more taxed in proportion than 
the poor man, and it was perfectly right 
that it should be so. His object in rising 
was not to deal with these small matters, 
and he had no doubt that hon. Members 
opposite would take very good care that 
the burdens lay on those who could pay 
for them. So far as he was concerned, 
he could assure the hon. Member for 
Saffron Walden that he also stood there 
as a champion of the working classes, 
and that if there was anything to be 
done in their favour he would work 
with ardour equal to that of the hon. 
Member. He did not vote in favour 
of the resolution to allow a rebate on 
colonial sugar, as he thought that the 


colonies were quite able to fight for|in giving their bounties. 
But he wished the colonies | of the bounty varied according to the 


themselves. 














they had not got a chance to do. It 
bounties were given by foreign countries 
on cotton, wool, grain, locomotives, and 
machinery, we should soon be up in arms, 
and put a countervailing duty upon these 
articles ; and why not on sugar? The 
question was how the sugar bounties had 
affected the sugar producing colonies. 


*The CHAIRMAN said he did not see 
how the hon. Member could connect the 
discussion of the clause before the Com- 
mittee with bounties given by foreign 
countries on the export of sugar. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that the 
raising of the tax on sugar depended in 
great measure on the amount of sugar 
imported into this country, and if a trade 
were killed by imposing a tax on sugar 
the income which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would derive from the tax 
would be to that extent limited. He, 
however, did not wish to press the point 
of countervailing duties. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said he did not 
think that the question of countervailing 
duties as applied to bounties was relevant 
to the discussion of this clause. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR asked if he 
could pursue the question of bounties. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said that the ques- 
tion of certain bounties which were given 
by foreign countries on the export of 
sugar could not be affected by anything 
in this clause. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR bowed to 
the Chairman’s ruling. The hon. Member 
for West Islington had raised a question 
with regard to the polariscope, and 
had said that the density of sugar could 
not be accurately arrived at by the 
polariscope, because the power of eye- 
sight was not equally the same in any 
two persons. But another hon. Member 
had given an interesting and accurate 
description of the polariscope, and he 
could assure the Committee that, with 
the aid of that instrument, there would 
be no difficulty in arriving at the density 
of all classes of sugar. In fact, the 
polariscope was used by foreign nations 
The amount 
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degree of polarisation. 
between 93 per cent and 100 per cent., 
it was £1 3s. 4d.; in Austria, it was 
£1 15s. 6d.; in Russia, it was even 
more, while in Holland it varied from 
£1 18s. to £2 3s. The hon. Member 


{COMMONS} 


In Germany, | should also be granted to the overtaxed 


| 


for Devonport had said that the West | 
Indian sugar planters could produce | 


sugar at a cost of £8 16s. 8d. per ton, 
and that if they discarded their primi- 
tive machinery it could be produced at 
a cost of £8 12s. 
to deal with the labour question, which 


They had, of course, | 


had a great effect on the problem. He | 


held that if only they could put the 
West Indian sugar planters on the same 
basis as other manufacturers they would 
not require any more doles. The cost of 
producing sugar in Germany was 
£11 15s. Gd. per ton, but on account of 
the bounties the manufacturers could 
put it on the market as £10 per ton. 
If the West Indian colonies could have 
factories equal to those in Germany to 
enable them to meet the German com- 
petition, a great benefit would accrue 
to them, and he hoped the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would enable them to 
erect such factories by guaranteeing loans 
to the West Indian planters. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
hon. Member seems to be discussing the 
question of the West Indian colonies 
and the sugar question generally. 
cannot go into such a general discussion 
on this clause. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said he had 
only wished to follow the arguments sub- 
mitted to the Committee last week. 
He would simply urge that he considered 
this tax was a popular tax, and met 
with a far greater measure of approval 
from the working classes than any other 
tax suggested ; and he hoped that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
adhere strictly to the programme of the 
Schedule. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8S.) said 
that some relaxation of the tax as far as 
the colonies were concerned had been 
suggested in order to join the Empire 
together. He did not care very much 
about any attempt to join the Empire 
together, but if the Committee considered 
an exemption in favour of the colonies, 


he maintained that some exemption | 


Mr. Louis Sinclair. 


He | 
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people of Ireland. If the tax had been put 
on butter instead of on sugar, it would 
afford an exceptional advantage, because 
butter was imported principally from 
foreign countries. Of course, the tax 
was going to be passed. He had no hope 
that it would not, but he would appeal to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer as to 
whether he would not give some assur- 
ance that it was not going to be a per- 
manent tax. The tax would impose 
an extra duty of from £500,000 to 
£900,000 a year on the unfortunate 
Irish people, and it would be really cruel if 
the tax were to be permanent. He did not 
think the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had given any consideration to the effect 
of the tax in Ireland, otherwise he would 
have met the criticisms from the Irish 
Benches in a fairer spirit. Lreland, 
economically, was not capable of bearing 
an additional tax to the amount he 
had mentioned. There was in Ireland a 
larger proportion of non-productive popu- 
lation than in any other country im 
Europe ; a larger number of inefticients 
in proportion to the wealth-producing 
people than in any other country. That 
was the effect of the declining and 
decaying state of the country which was 
shown not only in the emigration sta- 
tistics, but also in the exceedingly low 
marriage rate, and in the exceedingly low 
birth rate. Therefore he thought that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer before 
making the tax permanent should take 
these facts into consideration. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer ought also to take 
into consideration the fact that owing 
to emigration the population per square 
mile in Ireland was lower than any other 
European country. With reference to 
the new tax, he wished to know how 
much of the money which would be 
raised in Ireland would be spent in that 
country. What benefit were the Irish 
people to get from it? He himself did 
not think that any of the tax would be 
spent in Ireland; it would be spent in 
South Africa. The vast bulk of the 
Irish people had been opposed to the 
war at the beginning and were opposed 
to it still, and it seemed to him both 
unjust and unfair that they should be 
taxed to the extent of half a million a 
year to support a policy with which they 
were entirely out of sympathy. Then, 
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again, whereas indirect taxation in Eng- | 
land was only about fifty per cent., it was 
seventy-five per cent. in Ireland. In 
other words, seventy-five per cent. of the 
taxation of Ireland was derived from 
the earnings of the poor, who a few 
years ago, owing to bad seasons, were in 
a condition which could only be described 
as semi-starvation. In 1879, 1880, 1881, 
1885, and 1886, certain districts in Ire- 
land were in a state of starvation, and 
works had to be established in order to 
provide relief for the people. He hoped 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would give some assurance that the 
tax would not be permanent, or that, if it 
were to be permanent, he would afford 
some relief to the people of Ireland. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.) said 
he opposed the clause in toto, not in any 
spirit of obstruction, but because he felt 
intensely and keenly the injustice of the 
tax. He did not oppose the clause 
because he wished to deny money to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. Only 
for the war the tax would not have been 
imposed, and he would put himself 
right by saying that no man regarded 
with greater detestation than he did 
such an unjust and unholy war. 


“THe CHAIRMAN: This is not a 
proper opportunity to take to denounce 
the war. 


Mr. JORDAN said that, as he did not 
oppose the tax as a war tax, it might be 
con ‘luded that he approved of the war. 
He felt strongly against the tax as an 
nwise tax. He thought that a tax 
should not be put on the food of the poor; 
it should have been put upon capitalists, 
who could have afforded it. It would | 
have been a heroic thing on the part of | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to have | 
raised the income tax to 1s. 6d. in the £, 
and that would have saved him from 
having to tinker with sugar and coal. 
He did not intend to talk about polari- 
scopes or things of that sort. He asked 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to be | 
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desired to regard the tax from an Irish 
point of view. In the first place, he 
thought it would affect labourers in 
Ireland very seriously. Scarcely any 
food was used by the poor in Ireland into 
which sugar did not enter. Since the 
creameries had been started milk had 
become exceedingly scarce, and the 
people used sugar as a substitute. But 
the tax would also affect the farmers. In 
his part of the country wages were 
pretty high, and medium farmers found 
it exceedingly difficult to pay them. He 
did not object to servants getting large 
wages, but middle-class farmers found 
it very difficult to pay them, and the 
addition of a tax upon tea and sugar 
would affect them very much. ‘The tax 
would also crib, cabin, and confine the 
sugar trade. Traders in Ireland were 
not capitalists, and had no large balances 
in the banks, and had no large stocks. 
Suppose a trader bought a hundred bags 
of sugar, the tax would mean an addition 
of £50. That additional capital would 
have to be found, and the trader would 
probably have to raise it in a bank, at 
perhaps as much as 6 per cent. In the 
name of the traders of the country, 
therefore, he protested against the tax. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer stated 
the other night that if the tax were 
reduced the reduction would go into the 
pockets of the middlemen. He denied 
that. In Ireland sugar was often sold 
at only 3d. per ewt. profit, and the Chan- 
cellor of the, Exchequer would not have 
said what he did if he had known any- 
thing of the retail trade. As an Irish 
representative he opposed the tax 
strenuously and earnestly because it 
would be injurious to farmers and 
labourers in that country. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said he 
did not propose to discuss the principle 
of the tax or its defects, but he wished to 
put a few questions to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, so as to have matters 
cleared up. The other night he was 
about to move an Amendment as to the 
special charges to be levied on particular 





good enough to put a polariscope in the | classes of canned goods, but the right hon. 
library of the House, but the right hon.| Gentleman anticipated his desire, and 
Gentleman did not respond, which rather | promised to bring up an Amendment 
astonished him, because he always | himself. He should be glad to know the 
admired the conciliatory speeches of the | character of the Amendment and when 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. He] it would be introduced. He also pointed 
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out to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that he ought to put the same duty on 
glucose that he put on the best refined 
sugar, because every pound of glucose 
used would depose a pound of honest 
sugar, on which the Treasury was 
entitled to its revenue. The right hon. 
Gentleman knew very well that glucose 
would be used not only by brewers, but 
also for adulterating confectionery and 
jams, and therefore its use should not be 
encouraged. He was not speaking in 
favour of the beer interest, although he 
supported the Pure Beer Bill. but if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer wanted to 
protect the revenue and discourage the 
adulteration of food products, he would 
be well advised to put the identical duty 
on glucose that he put on the best refined 
sugar. The brewer paid on the specific 
gravity of the solution, and every pound 
of glucose used was exactly the same as 
sugar solution, and therefore not entitled 
to any preference. He had also en- 
deavoured to draw the attention of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to the fact 
that the pola riscope test was not reliable. 
He had pressed the right hon. Gentle- 
man over and over again to appoint a 
Committee of chemical experts to inquire 
whether the test was right or not. It 
was pointed out the other night by his 
hon. and learned friend that the polari- 
scope gave the exact percentage of sugar 


present. That was perfectly true 
and it was probably thought that 
by giving that exact reading the 


polariscope showed the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer straight away the amount 
of duty to which he was entitled. That 
was just what the polariscope did not do. 
What the right hon. Gentleman would 
want to know was what the refiner was 
going to get out of the sugar, as it was 
on that that the duty was levied. The 
polariscope did not ascertain that, it was 
the analyst. The analyst first ascertained 
by the polariscope the amount of sugar 
in the solution; then he ascertained 
the amount of invert sugar, and finally 
the amount of mash sugar. The polari- 
scope test, as far as the collection of 
revenue was concerned, was serious in 
two respects. 
of taxation to which it was entitled, 
and it subsidised the refiner by enabling 
him to obtain more sugar than he paid 
upon. One per cent. of ash only 


Mr. Kearley. 
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It deprived the revenue | 


Bill. 1256: 


prevented three times its weight of 
| erystallisation. He only alluded to that 
' to show what the effect would be between 
the sugar refiner and the sugar exporter. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would not leave the very strong position 
he taken had up with regard to this 
matter, but would watch it carefully. 


*Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) 
said there was one matter upon which 
he thought some further explanation 
was necessary before this Vote was 
taken, and that was with regard to the 
duty on glucose. When this tax was 
proposed to the House he understood 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was in favour of the principle that it 
should be regarded as a tax upon sweet- 
ness, and that any article into which 


that ingredient of sweetness entered 
should be taxed in proportion. There 


had been no opportunity for discussing 
this particular point, and he thought as 
it was a very important matter an oppor- 
tunity should be given for discussing 
it before the Bill passed into law, or if 
no such opportunity occurred, would 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer take 
into consideration whether the sum 
charged upon glucose was sufficient to 
carry into effect the view he was under- 
stood to hold upon this subject? The 
sugar tax, he submitted, should not be 
enforced in such a way as to give the 
slightest preferential encouragement to 
other ingredients into which this sweet- 
ness entered, and if it could be shown by 
further research that any undue advan- 
tage was given to glucose as compared 
with sugar, he hoped the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would take the earliest 
opportunity of setting that matter right. 
This was not an occasion when one 
ought to enter into the discussion of 
details ; the tax was to be a permanent 
tax, and the only arguments which could 
be applied were those either in favour 
or against the tax. The hon. Member for 
Romford said it was a popular one. It 
could only be so described in the sense 
that it fell upon all. It violated all 
, the economic canons ; it was a tax on 
which more had to be paid than passed 
| into the Exchequer, and one that pressed 
unduly upon those who could least 
afford to pay instead of those whe 
‘could best afford it. In addition to 
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that, it was an interference with trade. while admitting that this tax will place a 
interfering with raw material used in heavy burden on the poorest classes, 
great industries, and that being so it claims that it is a satisfactory view of the 
appeared to him that the right hon. situation that the poorest classes accept 


Gentleman could hardly have alighted 
upon any article of consumption, to deal 
with 
great hardships from an economic point 
of view. 
between tea and sugar, far less economic 
disturbance would be occasioned by 
increasing the duty on tea than bv 
imposing a new duty upon sugar, which 
had long since been abandoned. Tea 
was not used as an article of production 
in this country, nor as an article of 
manufacture; whereas, sugar being so 
largely used in these respects, this tax 
would cause a very great disturbance 
in trade. He had noticed in a trade 
newspaper that at a conference recently 
held in the north of England it was 
stated that there were over 150 articles 
which would be affected by this tax upon 
sugar, and when the Committee con 
sidered how much of these articles were 
consumed, and the number of people 
who were engaged in these manufac 
tures they would agree that not only did 
the tax press hardly upon the consumers 
of sugar, but also on those engaged 
either directly or indirectly in these 
industries. He thought the income 
tax should have been raised, but that 
was a matter which could not now be 
dealt with, but he would just say that 
it that tax had been dealt with by means 
of a graduated scale the right hon. 
Gentleman would have obtained more 
revenue than he would from both tea 
and sugar. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) agreed 
that the tax was felt by large numbers 
of the poorer classes, but it was one of 
the most satisfactory signs of the times 
that there had been hardly any com- 
plaint from consumers. The great bulk 
of the population felt that, inasmuch 
as the expenditure was perfectly justified, 
they were quite prepared to make an 
effort to pay their share of it. This 
was a consoling thought to be noted 
when complaints had been loud from 
the wealthier classes. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : 


The hon. Member, | 


which could have inflicted such | 


their burden without murmuring ;_ but 
let me point out the ordinary poor con- 
sumers have no means of expressing 


‘their view, and we have yet to learn 


If it had been a question as | 








| 
| 


whether they have realised the effect of 
the tax. Perhaps the hon. Member 
is not aware that at the Co-operative 
Congress held a week or ten days ago, 
and which represented, [ think, about 
six or seven millions of the popula- 


tion. there was a full debate and a 
unanimous and strong condemnatior . 


of the tax on the ground of its effect 


on the comfort and health of the 
working classes. The hon. Member 
thinks it is useful and __ patriotic 


that the poorer classes should bear a 
share of the burden of the war, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has said 
it is in the true interests of peace and 
economy that they should know they are 
paving their share of the burden. But 
then he tells us this is to be a permanent 
tax. It is not therefore only a war tax, 
and once that fact is admitted the whole 
of the argument about the educational 
effect of this impost falls to the ground. 


My right hon. friend, who usually 
occupies aseat near me, the Mem- 
her for the Montrose Burghs, has. 


said something to the effect that “the 
taux-gatherer is a great schoolmaster,” but 
| doubt if that is so in regard to indirect 
taxation, because nothing is more readily 
forgotten than the fact that high prices 
are the consequence of taxation. There 
is a well-known quotation, but I hesitate 
to ascribe it to anyone: “ You may tax 
the shirt off a man’s back without his 
knowing it’’; and some five or ten years 
hence, when a poor woman is paying a 
high price for sugar, how will she know 
it is due to the war in South Africa ? 
The argument upon educational effect 
is overdone. 

I quite agree with what my hon. 
friend behind me says, that this tax, 
perhaps more than any other, takes 
more from the consumer than he 
should be required to pay. If you are to 


} seek some subject of indirect taxation 


which should be increased without going 
into elaborate theories of economics 


it should be a simple tax ; but this is. the - 
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most complex matter that can be con- 


ceived. Ihave here a list of some articles 
which has been taken from a _ trade 
journal. It includes aerated waters, 


beer, blacking, biscuits, confectionery 
coffee extract, crystallised fruits, con- 
densed milk, jams, jellies, fruit juices, 
china ginger (whatever that may be), 
chocolate, cocoa, custard powder, lemon 
squash, patent medicines, citrate of 
magnesia, sauces, and saline powders, 
British wines and spirits. Here is 
everything that can sustain man, spoil 
his digestion or cure his indigestion, or 
restore him after indigestion, or black 
his boots to enable him to take exercise. 
The list touches almost everything that 
affects mankind, and it must be re- 
membered that if we look back to 1874 
there were none of these things. Take, 
for example, condensed milk. The vast 
majority of the children in the large 
towns drink little less than condensed 
milk. It is not a luxury or an extrava- 
gant caprice which leads parents to use 
condensed milk. It is the only way 
in which they see milk, and it will be 
raised disproportionately in price because 
of this duty. The right hon. Gentleman 
has, in many respects, met the Committee 
with extreme fairness. Many points 
which hon. Members have urged have 
heen conceded. He made a concession, 
in which I have some interest, on Friday 
night, but which, I think, has not been 
noticed by the general public. The 
right hon. Gentleman abandoned the 
proposal to put the duty on apricots, 
which was proposed to be 7s., although 
no sugar was used at all; and in the 
adjustment of the graduation 
1 am sure that he 
of the trade, and not only of a purely 
scientific authority. We have great 
confidence in the right hon. Gentleman, 
he and his polariscope between them, to 
see full justice done. We believe in him, 
and in his desire to keep any trace of 
untair protection out of the operation 
of the tax; but he cannot get over 
the main fact that this tax falls with the 
greatest severity on the very poorest 
in the country, the most helpless people, 
the women and children especially. 
A man may go to the public-house and 
seek his little enjoyment ; he is not taxed 
extra for that ; but upon the poor woman 
who has to provide sugar and condensed 
milk for the food of her children will 
Sur H. Campbell-Bannerman, 


seale 


{COMMONS} 


will take counsel | 
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|fall the burden. It is on their little 
budgets that this tax will fall. 

The right hon. Gentleman used an ex- 
pression which surprised me. He said the 
tax would have the effect of diminishing 
the consumption of cheap and unwhole- 
some confectionery. I am afraid that it 
will have the effect of increasing the 
consumption of cheap and unwholesome 
sugar, because the experience of recent 
times has been that the less nutritious 
qualities of sugar have gone out of the 
market altogether, under the system of 
freer imports. Those who know most 
of the subject seem to be under the 
apprehension that with this tax these 
qualities will reappear. Sugar has be- 
come, as the enormous increase in its 
consumption has shown, a necessary 
element of the food of the people ; and 
it is an excellent element of their food. 
Doctors have warned us against sugar. 
It is a bad thing if you live an unhealthy 
and sedentary life, but if you are a work- 
ing man or woman few things contain 
more nourishment or do more to build 
up the health and strength of the people 
than sugar. Anything which checks 
the consumption of sugar or impairs 
the quality is surely a great misfortune 
tothe country. Iam opposed, therefore, 
to the duty because it is cruel to the poor, 
because it causes the maximum ef dis- 
turbance to trade, because it tends to 
lower the quality of an essential article 
of food, and because it opens the door 
to the possibility of protection of an 
insidious kind, against which the only 
safeguard we have is a_ polariscope 
managed and applied by the right hon. 
Gentleman. On these grounds [ join 
cordially with my hon. friends in voting 
against the tax. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I will not 
detain the Committee more than a few 
moments, but there are two points 
which it is desirable I should notice. 
The right hon. Gentleman has attributed 
| almost every possible evil to the duty on 
sugar. I have had to find many millions 
of additional taxation, and I am blamed 
for not having found a great deal more 





|i 
than the sum I have asked Parliament 
|to provide. Hon. Members think that 
iI ought to have had recourse to a 
greater extent to the income tax. The 
hon. Member for Islington said that 
janother 4d. should be put on _ the 
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income tax, but I did not trace that 
suggestion in the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech. The right hon. Gentle- 
man objected to the duty on sugar, but 
he occupies after all a position of some 
responsibility. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Not in the imposing of taxation. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have not 
known a case in which the Leader of the 
Opposition admitted that a large sum 
had to be raised by additional taxation 
and denounced the Government for not 
having raised more by additional taxation 
and objected to the taxation proposed 
without suggesting anything else. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANN ERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman thinks that 
this is a void in my argument. I think 
something might be done to lay hands 
on a large part of the accidental increase 
in value of licensed houses. That of 
itself is a source which would furnish 
a greater amount I should think than 
this tax. Another source might be to 
withdraw those contributions from the 
Exchequer in aid of various interests. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I would 
ask the right hon. Gentleman and the 
hon. Member for Poplar to look into the 
statistics of this matter before they 
seriously make that suggestion again. 
Anybody who has done so will find that 
the scale of licence duties is an anomalous 
scale and one that requires readjustment. 
But if you are going to increase the 
duties for licences on public-houses by 
such an amount as the right hon. Gentle- 
man suggests, then you will largely in- 
crease the vested interest, which is the 
great difficulty of all reformers of the 
licensing system. 
man who had paid a large sum for the 
grant of a new licence in a much stronger 
position than that which he at present 
holds? I do not believe that it is 
possible to approach this question of 
licence duties except as a part of a 
proposal for licensing reform; and | 
am certain that if it was so approached 
the right hon. Gentleman would find 
it absolutely impossible to raise anything 
like the sum which he contemplates 
from that source, because the great 
bulk of licensed houses are of small | 
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annual value, and because the increased 
gain on  public-houses of compara- 
tively large value would be as nothing 
compared with the five millions we are 
discussing. It has also been suggested 
that, instead of imposing a duty on 
sugar, I should have added to the tax 
on tea, which is a very high percentage 
on the value of tea at present ; or that | 
should have dealt with tobacco, which 
is already taxed 250 or 300 per cent. 
All of these suggestions are absolutely 
impracticable for the purpose of raising 
so large an annual sum as is contem- 
plated by this tax, and if we are 
to retain any proportion between direct 
and indirect taxation we have no 
right to put any more on the shoulders 
of the direct taxpavers. The right 
hon. Gentleman denounced the sugar 
duty first of all as harassing and 
destructive to trade. Well, protests 
have been made by manufacturers on 
that ground, but I have taken care in the 
administration of the duty, and in the 
arrangements for drawbacks, to, as much 
as possible, avoid harassing the trade, and 
I think I may say that if the trade had 
been really harassed, or really anticipated 
the great injurv that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite prophesied would be inflicted, the 
Committee would have heard very much 
more about it than we have yet heard. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman dealt 
with the incidence of the tax on the poor, 
and quoted a resolution from the Co- 
operative Congress. But the Co-opera- 
tive Congress naturally do not like the 
sugar duty, for one of the principal 
parts of co-operative business is the sale 
of groceries, and I admit that the sugar 
duty is not popular among the grocery 
fraternity. And when the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke of the duty extracting 
more from the pockets of the poor than 


a mistake, for the hon. Member for 
Saffron Walden, who has come fresh 
from contesting that constituency, and 
who is, therefore, primed with all the 
arguments, admitted that the tax to 
the consumer would only be dd. 
per lb., or 6d. per ewt. more than it 
yielded to the Exchequer. It would 
not be easy to find an indirect tax which 
extracts less from the pockets of the con- 
sumers in comparison with its yield to the 
Exchequer. The right hon. Gentle- 
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man has alluded to the various articles 
in which sugar is used, but I doubs 
if he would say that any of them 


could be considered necessaries of life. . 


{An Hon. Memper: Condensed milk. | 


That, no doubt, has become a_ neces- 
sary, but its price has not been 


‘Jargely increased by the sugar tax. | 
have yet to hear any allegation of that 
kind. Of course, this tax is not a popular 
tax. No tax I ever heard of is popular. 
But of this I am sure, that the hon. 
Members for Romford and _ Islington 
were perfectly justified in what they 
said with regard to the willingness of 
the poorer classes of the people to bear 
this additional tax. As [ said in intro- 
ducing the Budget, this is by ne 
means only a war tax, but is intended 
to meet the general expenditure of the 
country. With regard to the 
adopted in connection with the duty. 
[ frankly admit that it has been a matter 
of great difficulty to settle it. but 1 
think. we have come to a fair conclusion 
as far as it is possible to judge at present. 
If we had settled it in such a way as 
to encourage the importation of a large 
quantity of very inferior sugar, so as 
to practically shut out foreign refined 
sugar and raise its price to the con 
sumer here, I am quite sure we should 
have had strong remonstrances from 
foreign countries. We have had prac- 
tically no such remonstrances at all, 
either officially or otherwise. That I 
put as prima facie proof that we have 
been fair between the two interests. 
At any rate, the proposals of the Govern- 
ment should have a fair trial before any 
adverse judgment is formed of them. 
The operation of the duty will be care- 
fully watched in fairness to the interests 
concerned, including the Revenue. But 
it is not in the interest of the Revenue 
that we should charge duty according to 
such a scale as would be protective to our 
refiners here. The tax on glucose | 
will deal with on’ Report, as I shall be 


scale 
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able to go into the subject more fully 
than is possible now. I trust that after 
the discussion we have had the Com- 
mittee may be willing to come to a 
decision on a tax which I do not say is 
popular, but which I believe is required 
and cheerfully assented to by the mass 
of the population. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) 
pointed out that this matter had only 
heen under discussion for two and a 
half hours, and, as it was a very impor- 
tunt matter, he wished to say a few 
words upon it. It was the only tax 
imposed by the Government in the 
nature of an import duty, and he desired 
te point out one matter which he thought 
had been allowed to go by, and that was 
that it was not merely that sugar was 
now a staple article of food of the people, 
hut that it had only become so during 
the last twenty-four years, and that it 
had taken the place of other articles of 
food which it had displaced, and the 
result was if they increased the price 
of sugar, and consequently the price of 
articles of food which contained sugar, 
the people would be forced (although it 
might not be a protective tariff) to 
return to the articles of food which 
sugar had taken the place of. An 
indireet effect of this tax had not vet 
heen pointed out. The one country 
which had no bounty upon the sugar 
it exported—namely, India—had_ never- 
theless been able to compete in the 
markets of Great Britain with the 
hounty-fed products of foreign countries, 
hut if they destroyed or limited the 
English market for sugar they would 
de much to crush one of the few export 
trades of India out of which the poorest 
population in the British Empire pro- 
fited. 


(Juestion put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 240 ; 
Noes, 159. (Division List No. 270.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Sir M. Hicks Beach, 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon John 
Austin. Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Bailey, James (Walworth) 

| Bain. Colonel James Robert 


Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hon. G.W.( Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
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Dickson, Charles Seott 
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Hope.J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
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Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 


| 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton | 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. | 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
| Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
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Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr, 
Lough and Mr. Kearley. 





Clause 3 :— 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) 
hoped the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 


after hearing the arguments he was'| 


about to adduce, would agree to postpone 
the consideration of Clause 3. His rea- 
sons for asking him to accede to that 
request were based largely on the ground 


that in a very short time they would; 
have a good deal of information bearing | 
closely on the consideration of the clause | 


which was not at present in the possession 
of the Committee. He understood that 
the right hon. Gentleman had under con- 
sideration, or at any rate had suggested, 
a full and complete investigation into the 
whole of the coal question, including, 
of course, the smaller question of the 


probable effect of the export duty upon 


coal. He hoped the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, if he honoured him with 
a reply, would state exactly his position 
now in relation to the inquiry which he 
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had suggested. In reply to a question 
that afternoon across the floor of the 
House, he stated that the answer of the 
Parliamentary Committee of the Mining 
Association of Great Britain had not been 
satisfactory ; and he had, in fact, given 
a negative reply to the inquiry as to 
whether a Royal Commission would be 
appointed. But he (the hon. Member) 
did not understand from his having 
stated that the reply of the Mining Asso- 
ciation was unsatisfactory that he did 
not intend having any investigation at all. 
He thought it was quite clear to the 
Committee that the whole opposition 
to the clause, as represented by the 
Amendments on the Paper, would be very 
considerably modified—he was sure it 
would be in his own case—if it was under- 


stood that a full investigation was to be | 


made into the whole question, and if the 
right hon. Gentleman could only make 
a statement informing the Committee 
of the nature and scope of inquiry he 
proposed, the terms of reference, and, 
if possible, the composition of the Com- 
mittee, he could assure him that for his 
part it would largely modify his opposi- 
tion to the coal tax, because he was 
satisfied that the duty had only to be 
inquired into in order to show that it 
could not remain, as the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer proposed, a permanent 
tax. The next consideration he would 
ask him to weigh before he replied was 
thata very important Returnhad recently 
been moved for by the President of the 
Board of Trade. It was moved for on the 
14th of the present month and presented 
to the House of Commons on the 17th, 
but it had not yet reached the hands of 
Members. That Return related to the 
production and export of coal, and the 
number of persons employed in coal pro- 
duction in the principal countries in the 
world for a series of years from 1883 
to 1899. He thought the Committee, 
including the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, must see that a Return of that 
character, bearing so closely on the con- 
sideration of this question, should be in 
the hands of every member of the Com- 
mittee before they were asked to consider 
the Amendments to the Bill. 


There was another point. Section 3 of 
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/on British subjects abroad. 
| indeed, a number of Amendments with 
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' sideration of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, but the right hon. Gentleman 
had not, so far as he could understand, 
come to a definite decision as to the 
exemptions he proposed to make. When 
the right hon. Gentleman first embarked 
on this coal tax he seemed hardly to know 
that there were any contracts at all; 
but he had discovered since then that 
a very large portion of the coal exported 
from this country wassold undercontracts 
made some time before the coal was 
delivered. Many thousands of contracts 
had been sent into the Customs to be 
considered, but the Chancellor had not 
yet stated the exemptions he proposed to 
make. Before they entered upon the 
consideration of the clause at all they 
ought to know definitely what contracts 
he proposed to exempt, and to what 
extent in the matter of time he proposed 
to exempt them. They were entering 
upon the consideration of the clause 
with very little information as to its 
probable effect. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the President of the Board 
of Trade had been asked again and again 
forinformation onvarious points, but they 
had not been given the information which 
it was essential the Committee should 
have before they considered the Amend- 
ments. He hoped by giving the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer a little further 
time he would be able to give them some 
of the information they wanted. For 
instance, there was a very important 
Amendment proposing to reduce the 
duty on small coal to half the amount of 
large coal, but he ventured to say that 
no one in the Committee, not even the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, could tell 
how much coal exported from this coun- 
try was large coal and how much small. 
Unless the right hon. Gentleman could 
tell them that, of course he could not 
in the least degree know what the effect 
of the exemption of small coal would be 
on the revenue he expected to gain. 
Then, again, there was the Amendment 
proposing to exempt the coal supplied te 
British residents abroad. At the preseni 
moment the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
did not know how much duty would fall 
There were, 
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Clause 3, relating to the exemption | Tegard to which the Committee could not 


of certain coal contracts which had been 
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| arrive at a proper decision until they had 
entered into, was now receiving the con- | further 


information, and fon those 
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grounds he hoped the Chancellor of the | 


Exchequer would accede to the motion 
he desired to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 3 be postponed.””—(Mr. 
D. A. Thomas.) ; 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: This pro- 
posal has been before the country for 
more than two months. The principle 
of the coal duty was fully discussed on the 
Report of the Resolution to the House, 
and was approved by a very large 
majority, and it was further discussed 
on the Second Reading of the Bill, 
when there was again a large majority. 
Now, when, two months from its first 
Seing proposed, we come to the con- 
sideration of the clause dealing with the 
subject the hon. Member asks for still 
further postponement in order that 
we may obtain information upon various 
points with which, I cannot help think- 
ing, the hon. Member is pretty well 
acquainted already. Certainly. if he 
did obtain this information he would 
press for more, with a view to a further 
postponement. This is a purely dilatory 
motion ; it isa proposal to which I cannot 
agree. The hon. Member has asked me to 
make a statement to the Committee upon 
certain points. As we come to the 
Amendments affecting those points I 
shall be ready to make those statements. 
We shall soon come to an Amendment 
with regard to the duration of the tax. 
Upon that Amendment I shall be happy 
to make a statement upon the question 
of the inquiry to which the hon. Member 
has alluded. .We shall come later on to 
the question of the effect of the duty upon 
large coal and small coal, or upon the 
more valuable coal and the less valuable 
kinds of coal. There, again, I shall be 
quite prepared to make a statement to 
the Committee. Then there is the ques- 
tion of existing contracts, not a matter 
affecting the principle of the duty, 
but, if I might say so, an important side 
issue. When we come to the proposal in 
the clause for granting exemptions I 
shall be prepared to make a statement as 
to the principle on which the exemptions 
will be made. Therefore I think the 
request of the hon. Member to postpone 
this clause to some indefinite time merely , 
in order that I may be able to make these 
statements is not a reasonable one, and I 


Mr. D. A. Thomas. 
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am not able to agree to it. I would, 
therefore, ask the Committee to reject 
the motion. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District) said the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was quite right in saying that 
this proposal had been before the country 
for about two months, but he apparently 
did not understand the real reason for 
which his hon. friend moved to postpone 
the consideration of the clause. The 
reason was that there were various 
subsidiary matters connected with the 
proposed legislation that arose even if 
they were to concede the main principle 
of the proposed tax. He would give an 
instance of what he meant. an instance 
that would very materially affect his 
attitude, once the principle was admitted, 
towards the actual terms of the clause 
now under consideration. He reterred 
to manufactured fuel. When, 
weeks ago, a deputation waited upon the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, the very 
terms of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
answer to that deputation showed that 
he was not adequately informed as to the 
character of the patent fuel trade carried 
on in Western Glamorganshire. Ques- 
tions had been asked more than once 
as to the intention of the Government 
in regard to this manufactured fuel, but 
no satisfactory answer had been obtained, 
and he should support the Amendment 
in order, if possible, to receive Informa- 
tion as to the exact effect of the tax not 
only upon the coal exporting trade, but 
also upon the manufacturers of fuel in 
Glamorganshire and other parts of the 
country. They had tailed to extract 
that information, and before they went 
into details of the Amendment he should 
like to know what was the scheme of the 
Government. It was obvious that one 
thing depended upon another, and the 
incidence of the tax upon the particular 
industry to which he had referred was a 
matter of very great importance. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said he was sorry that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had put his foot down so 
firmly in regard to the postponement ol 
this clause. He thought it would have 
been better if he had waited to see il 
sufficient reason could be assigned to 


some 


}influence his mind upon this question. 


When at first deputations waited upon 
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him for the purpose of asking him to 
withdraw this tax, they left his presence 
with the impression that the matter 
would be left open for future discussion 
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was as bad as a reduction of wages to the 
worker. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : 


That argument, 


before the final binding decision was | far as I understand it, is possibly a 


given. Now the right hon. Gentleman 
told them that he could not possibly | 
postpone the clause. Looking at. this | 
question from a workmans’ point of | 
view, he appealed to the Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer to postpone this matter | 
until there had been a further inquiry. | 
Both the President of the 
Trade and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, as well as other hon. Members 
opposite, had stated that this tax would | 
not affect workmen at all, because it | 
could not reduce their wages. He | 
thought that was too narrow a view to | 
take of this question. There were other | 
ways in which workmen could be injured | 
besides a reduction in wages. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : 

that argument is relevant to the post- | 
ponement of this clause. The same argu- | 
ment will apply to the clause even if 
not postponed. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said he was 
urging the postponement of this clause 
in order that the workmen’s views might | 
be inquired into before the decision of the 
House was made binding. If the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would inquire 
into the matter more closely he would | 
find that the workmen were far more | 
concerned—— 


Board of | 


| 
| 


I do not see how | 


| good argument against the whole clause, 
| | 


but it is not relevant to the post ponement 
of the clause. What the hon. Member 
really desires is the rejection of the clause. 
The hon. Member is only entitled to give 
reasons for the postponement of the 
clause, and not reasons for its rejection, 


| and I must ask him to confine himself to 
| the question before the Committee. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said he was 
trying in the best manner he could to 
bring forward the reasons which were 
before his mind. If the questions of 


| contracts and sub-contracts could be put 


forward as reasons for postponement he 
was bound to say he did not see why 


}such an argument could not be put for- 


ward as a valid reason for the postpone- 


| ment of the clause. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said that his strong argument 
in support of this motion wasthatthey had 


| not up to the present had the scheme of 


the Government upon this subject placed 
before them. This was a clause levying 
for the first time an export duty upon 
coal, and it was obvious that the scheme 


of the Government was entirely incom- 


plete when the Chancellor made _ his 
Budget statement. The right hon. 
Gentleman had already told the Com- 


| mittee that he had statements to make 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That matter can- 
not be inquired into and discussed until 
the clause is reached. Whether the | 
clause is taken to-night or a week hence | 


in this respect does not matter, and a} 
discussion on the subject-matter which 
the hon. Member has raised cannot he 
raised until the clause comes on. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said that already 
arguments had been put forward in 
regard to manufactured fuel and with | 
reference to small coal and large coal | 
being separated ; also as to the advisa- | 
bility of a differentiation of the tax upon | 
these classes of coal being made. There- | 
fore he thought he was entitled to bring 
in the position of the worker, for he | 
wished to show the right hon. Gentleman | 
that if he would look up the workman’s | 
position he would find that this alteration | 


| upon 


| scheme of the Government. 


and so far as 
concerned they 


matters, 
were 


various 
the Committee 


| were quite in the dark as to the whole 


Before they 


| were in a position to discuss this clause 


properly the Committee ought to know 
what the mind of the Government was 
upon this matter. Various matters had 
been pointed out of considerable im- 


| portance which ought to conclusively 
| prove to any reasonable-minded man 


that this clause ought to be postponed. 
Surely those were sufficient grounds for 
consenting to the postponement. Since 
it was stated that this was going to be a 
permanent tax the right hon. Gentleman 
had met the Association of Mine Owners, 
and he had held out to them the hope 
that they might look upon this as a tem- 
porary tax. 
3C 2 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. | 


{COMMONS} 
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reason in favour of this motion, and that 


Member is quite mistaken upon that) reason had been suggested by what the 


point. I simply asked them what their 
views were on the point, and they argued 
that it should be for one year only. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS thought that 
when the right hon. Gentleman invited 
mine owners to express their views he 
should be prepared to listen to them. 
This was one of the matters which he 
had taken into consideration in deciding 
to support the motion for the postpone- 
ment of the clause. There were various 
other matters which went to the whole 
root of this question. Surely they were 
quite reasonable in asking that the 
clause should be postponed until they 
knew something about the scheme of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. If the 
contracts entered into before the pro- 
posal of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was put before the House in his Budget 
speech were exempted from the tax, 
practically the whole of the tax for this 
year would disappear. The question of 
putting Is. per ton upon the inferior 
kinds of coal—— 

*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 

is anticipating a number of Amend- 
ments which have already been placed 
upon the Paper. He will see at once that 
no statement bearing upon those Amend- 
ments can be allowed upon the question 
of whether this clause ought to be post- 
poned or not. Supposing this motion 
is successful, that would completely shut 
the mouth of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in regard to any questions 
which might be put to him upon this 
subject, and it would even exclude the 
very matter which the hon. Member 
wishes to be brought forward. I should 
certainly stop the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he attempted, upon a motion 
to postpone the clause, to make any 
statement of the kind indicated in regard 
to the proposals of the Government, 
because it would not be relevant. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS thought the 
reasons already given were entitled to a 
reply from the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. Although this matter had been 


before the country some two months, | 


they were still in the dark as to the 
scheme of the Government. 


would confine his observations to one 
Mr. Sanuel Evans. 


right hon. Gentleman had told them. 
When he introduced this tax the right 


hon. Gentleman made the very significant 


statement that it was extremely difficult 
in taxes of this character to collect infor- 
mation from the trade. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, therefore, had ap- 
proached the tax with the plea of ignor- 
ance, for which he was not, of course, 
responsible. The very plea that he put 
forward was a most significant mani- 
festation of the ignorance which he was 
admitting. There was no reason why, 
in regard toa tax of this kind, inquiries 
should not have been made from those 
concerned in the trade. There was no 
reason whatever, because this was a tax 
which did not admit of forestalment. 
What he desired was that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should give them a 
little more time, be it ever so little—be 
it only a week. He should prefer that 
he gave time for adequate and exhaustive 
inquiry. At any rate, they asked for 
more time in order that not only the coal 
trade, but the trades generally interested 
should be able to lay their views before 
the House. There was no fear of fore- 
stalling in this case, as in the case of tea, 
sugar, and tobacco. That could not be 
done in the case of coal. Coal had to be 
produced day by day, and deposited day 
by day at the pit’s mouth. They could 
not because a tax was going to be im- 
posed suddenly increase their output, 
except in small quantities, nor suddenly 
diminish their output. The trade must 
go on according to the line which it had 
taken up for some considerable time 
before the tax had been imposed. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
seemed entirely to ignore that, and the 
result was that he had deliberately 
refrained from making inquiries in the 
proper quarters, which would certainly 
have prevented him putting forward 
this tax in the form they now found it in 
the Bill. That consideration alone ought 
to be sufficient to induce him to delay the 
Bill further. How complete and how 
lamentable was the ignorance of those 
who advised the right hon. Gentleman 
was seen from that discussion. He was 


/not even aware that those carrying on 
Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said he | 


this trade did so under “ long-forward ” 
contracts. The other night he showed 
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how little he had profited by the interval | 
for the inquiry by putting forward an | 


argument which must have astonished 
everybody in the trade. He said that 


during the month of April there had been | 
a rise in the exports, and he put forward | 


that argument—to a House containing 
among its Members those who were 
concerned in coal contracts, he 


solemnly put forward that argument to_ 


show that the tax had not diminished 
the volume of trade. One could not 
imagine a more complete misapprehen- 
sion than that argument, and that mis- 
apprehension they desired to remove. 
He was not going to argue that point 
now ; but he would simply explain that 
when the right hon. Gentleman sugges- 
ted the tax, and said he was going to 
exempt existing contracts from the tax, 
obviously those concerned in the trade 
would seek to get out all their arrears 


under those contracts, and push them | 


forward, and the first effect of the tax 


would be to increase the exports for that | 


month; and yet the right hon. Gentleman 
came to the House of Commons and told 
them solemnly that the tax had been 
accepted by the trade, and that it had 
not injuriously affected the trade. He 
ventured to say that that was not the 
way in which the coal trade of the country 
ought to be treated. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN: Those arguments 
are not relevant to the subject under 
discussion, namely, the postponement of 
the clause. The hon. Member must 
address himself only to arguments which 
are relevant. 

Mr. ROBSON replied that he did not 
desire to evade the Chairman’s ruling. 
He desired to point out the illustrations 
which had arisen in the course of the 
controversy as to the complete want of 
information. It was quite obvious that 
whoever had advised the right hon. 
Gentleman remained still in ignorance 
as to the commercial conditions of the 
trade, and every day afforded oppor- 
tunity for him to profit. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) | 
said he desired to support the Amend- | 
ment of his hon. friend. Those engaged 
in the coal trade did not know at the 
present time upon whom the liability 
to pay this duty would fall. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The tax is! 
being paid every day. 
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Mr. M‘KENNA said they did not 


know who would ultimately have to 
pay the tax, 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is a matter 
which can only be dealt with by an 
Amendment to the clause, and it is not 
relevant to the question whether this 
clause should be postponed or not. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said that this Bill 
incorporated the Customs Consolidation 
Act, and there was nothing in the Finance 
Bill itself which imposed this duty 
upon anybody. There was no mention 
in this Bill of anybody who had to pay 
the tax, but by the Customs Consolida- 
tion Act this coal tax was to be put 
upon the exporter. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: There is an 
Amendment on the Paper which will 
enable that point to be discussed. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: These arguments 
are not in the least relevant to the post- 
ponement of the clause, although they 
may be very proper arguments to bring 
forward when the clause itself is under 
discussion. 


Mr. M*KENNA said he only asked 


'that this clause should be postponed 


until it had been decided who should pay 
the tax. Already in the north and in 
south Wales the Customs authorities 
were taking different lines, and under 
Section 20 the duty could not be re- 
covered from the persons to whom the 
coal had been sold. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: These arguments 
are not relevant to the postponement 
of the clause, although they may be 
relevant to the clause when it is reached ; 
and then the hon. Member may ask the 


/Chaneellor of the Exchequer how he 


proposes tu carry out his scheme, and 
how the payment is to be made. I must 


| direct the hon. Member to discontinue 


his speech, on the ground of irrele- 


vance, 


Sr JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) said this was a very 
complicated question, and many of the 
difficulties had arisen because the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was not in 
possession of sufficient information when 
the proposal was first made. The coal 


tax was a tax which had not been levied 
before for something like fifty years. 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member | 


is now discussing the subject matter 
of the clause, and I have already pointed 
out that he cannot do so upon the ques- 
tion of postponing the clause. I must 
remind the hon. Member of the Standing 
Order relating to repetitions. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said the point | 


he was endeavouring to make clear 
was that the right hon. Gentleman 


{COMMONS} 


did not possess sufficient information | 


to deal with the point, and the House of 
Commons did not possess sufficient 
information. One of the chief reasons 


his hon. friend below him had given I i 
| sideration, he said that he intended to 


;exempt contracts to a certain extent. 


for the postponement of the clause was 
that a certain Return, which had been 
asked for, showing the reduction in the 
consumption of export coal, and the 
number of persons employed in coal pro- 
duction in the different countries of the 
world, had not been issued. That Return 
formed part of the information which, 
in his judgment,fwas absolutely necessary 
to enable the Committee to come to a 
decision upon the point. It was a most 
complicated affair, and hon. Members 
who were not familiar with it did not 
realise the difficulties there were in con 
nection with it. They had had it under 
consideration now for two months, and 
there had been all kinds of negotiations 
going on to endeavour to inform the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 


party he represented on the various | 


matters connected with the subject, and 
surely there was a valid reason for asking 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer for the 
postponement of the clause till after the 


‘to the consideration of the tax. 


Returns, which were considered vital to | 
' discussed, and the Chairman could not 


enable the Committee to come to a deci- 
sion upon the matter, had _ been 
placed before them. That was not an 
unreasonable request to make. It was 
not a dilatory matter. He did think 
that when they were going to make such 


an important change as this the Com- | 


mittee and the House should be in 
possession of all the information which 
was considered necessary. 


He thought | 


information was being kept back from | 


the Committee which was vital to coming 
to a proper decision on this matter. 
There was no question upon which not 
only the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 


but his Department, seemed to be less | 


understood than the coal trade question, 


Bill. 


ignorant of what the matter involved. 
It was a simple thing to say, “ Put a tax 
of 1s. on exported coal,’’ but surely before 
the Committee came to a decision upon 
an important question like that they 
should have sufficient information to see 
whether the tax would be imposed on a 
satisfactory basis. 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said since the Bill was intro- 
duced the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
in relation to the duty on sugar, had had 
information given which justified him in 
altering the basis of the proposal. With 
reference to the tax now under con- 
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Surely they were within their rights in 
desiring to have certain necessary infor- 
mation supplied to them before they came 
They 
desired the postponement in order that 
information might be supplied, so that 
they might be able to judge what effect 
the change would have so far as the con- 
tracts for the present year were con- 
cerned. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I would 
remind the hon. Member that the Chair- 
man has already ruled that he will not 
permit any such statement on this 
Amendment. I hope hon. Members 
will not discuss this matter further. 


Sir EDWARD REED (Cardiff) said 
this was a very important point. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was in a 
position where he could not give the 
information which some hon. Members 
thought necessary before the clause was 


allow them to proceed upon any other 
line than that of entering upon the dis- 
cussion of the Amendments. At the 
same time he thought the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer might make a general 
statement to the House, because of the 
unfortunate position in which they were 
placed. He was not aware whether the 
forms of the House would admit of any 
general statement such as was desired 
on the Opposition side. He did not 
speak with the slightest desire to cause 
delay. Many questions had been mooted 
and discussed tor weeks past, and now 
the Committee entered upon the debate 
with respect to this clause in a perfect 


and the public themselves were perfectly | fog as to what the intentions of the 
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Government were. He certainly ex- 
pected that, before they proceeded to 
discuss this clause, they would have had 
a statement of the decision of the Govern- 
ment in regard to certain matters which 
it was understood had been under the 
consideration of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I will do so 


when the Amendments are submitted. 


Sm EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said he fully admitted 
that there was great difficulty in discus- 
sing this clause on an Amendment, the 
effect of which was that the clause should 
not be discussed at present. The Chair- 
man had ruled that it was impossible for 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to make 
any statement of his intentions, or of any 
modifications he might propose to make, 
as long as this Amendment was before the 
Committee. At the same time the 
Amendment was not so unreasonable as 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer seemed 
to suppose. After all, what was their 
position in regard to this clause of the 
Bill? It was that time would show that 
their forecast of the operation of the duty 
was more just than that of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. It was, there- 
fore, greatly on time that they depended 
to prove their case, and from their point 
of view the more time there was before 
this matter was finally decided the more 
chance there was of fresh information 
being forthcoming which might affect the 
mind of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
He had the greatest respect for the mind 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
he had some hope that in course of time 
some impression would be made upon it 
by the working of this tax, and by the 
information which would be forthcoming. 
Some impression had been made already, 


{24 JuNE 1901} 


Bill. 


for Amendments had been introduced 
since the tax was originally proposed. 
All he could say was that he fell back on 
the old proverb ‘* Everything comes to 
the man who waits.”’ 


*Sirk JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, Bar 
nard Castle) said he sympathised very 
much with the view of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that he could not, while 
this Amendment was before the Com- 
mittee, make a statement on certain 
matters with respect to which they 
wanted information. On the other hand, 
it was very difficult indeed to pass from the 
first Amendment without knowing what 
was to happen afterwards. The Com- 
mittee had never had the slightest 
indication from the right hon. Gentle- 
man of what was to be done with respect 
to coal exported under contracts current 
at the date when the tax was to begin. 
On that really a great deal depended, so 
far as their attitude towards the Bill was 
concerned. It was difficult to discuss 
the ls. duty if they did not know the 
quantity of_coal to which it applied. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked whether 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
be prepared, with the leave of the House, 
to make a statement on the scheme as 
remodelled by the Government ? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I will deal with 
the Amendments when we reach them, 
but I cannot deal with them until we 
reach the clauses to which they refer. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I will be glad 
to make a statement of the kind desired 
as soon as I’am ina position to do so. 
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Question {put. 


The, Committee; divided :—Ayes, 126 ; 
Noes,,167. (Division List No. 271.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas.P. (Glouc.,Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Atherley-J ones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 


Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 


Dillon, John 


Doogan, P. C. 





Campbell, John (Armagh, 5%.) 
Channing, Francis Allston , 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 


Donelan, Captain A. 


Dutfy, William J. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
F french, Peter 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 
Harwood, George 

' Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
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Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese,Sir JosephF.( Accrington) © 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
MacDermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morgan, Edw.J. C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW (Leeds 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


| 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William’ 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, Kendal Tipperary, Mid | 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Donnell, James (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 


| Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
NOES. 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirH oratioD,(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Sir Michael( Lond. Univ. ) 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 


| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Greene, Sirk.W BurySEdm’nds 
Guest, Hon, Ivor Churchill 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 


| Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. 
| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


Haslett, Sir. James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 


| Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 


Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 


| Hoult, Joseph 

| Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
| Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
| Hudson, Geopge Bickersteth 


Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Joinston, William (Belfast) 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
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Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman‘ Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,CaptJohn( Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,Rt Hn.C.R( Northants) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Walton,JolinLawson)Leeds‘S.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.( 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE AyES— 
Mr. D. A. Thomas and Mr. 
M‘Kenna. 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh.) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Myrgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M.W.((Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse | 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: 


The Amendments 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. EH(Sheffield 


| Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 


| Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. ) 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Whiteley, H. (Ashton und.Lyne 
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Williams, Col.R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh, N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander (Berks.E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


said that one of the reasons for bringing 





on the Paper in the names of the hon. 
Member for the Cricklade Division and 
the hon. Member for North Monmouth- 
shire are in the wrong place. The 
Amendment standing in the name of the 
hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil is not 
inorder. It proposes that a Select Com- 
mittee should be appointed, and that 
proposal is beyond the scope of the Bill. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS moved to 
insert, instead of “as from the 19th 
April,” “as from the 19th October,” so 
that the coal duty should be levied from 
the latter date only. He thought it 
would be obvious that the effect as well 
as the object of the Amendment was to 
postpone the operation of the duties on 
exported coal for six months. He 
thought it was not unreasonable to ask 
that some notice should be given, whena 
tax so unexpected as this was imposed 
upon a very complicated industry, before 
it came into operation. He might say 
that his interest in this matter arose 
entirely out of his position as a Member 
of Parliament, and it was because he 
thought this tax would fall upon the 
workman, and not upon the millionaire 
coal-owners of whom the Committee had 
heard, that he thought it right to move 
the Amendment, so as to allow the trade 
to look round and see what the effect of 
the tax would be. A great deal of coal 
which had to be delivered was on con- 
tracts which were entered into before the 


Budget proposals of the right hon. Gentle- | 


man were laid before the House. There 
were bunkering contracts, contracts for 
bunker coal, which were generally made 
in October for the ensuing year, and it 
would be very hard upon those who had 
contracted for bunkering coal if the tax 
came into operation as from the 19th 
April. The right hon. Gentleman had 


_ question. 


forward this proposal was that, in his 
opinion, it would fall upon the foreigner 
in a large degree. He did not wish to 
discuss the advisability of putting a tax 
on the foreigner, but he pointed out that, 
under a contract which he held in his 
hand, entered into by a London firm 
with the North German Lloyd, if 
this tax came into operation from 19th 
April the London firm would lose 
£2,500 this year, and the German line 
would gain it. If this tax came into 
operation as from 19th April it would 
press very hardly on those who had 
contracts running through 1901; but 
if it was postponed for six months they 
would have time to see what could be 
done with regard to it. If the tax was 
postponed they would to some extent 
get rid of the question of contracts, and 
to that extent get rid of a very difficult 
He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would say what his proposals 
were with regard to the exemptions of 
coal which was sold to be delivered in 
the following six months. It might be 
said that if the Amendment was carried 
the exporters would be able to supply 
their contracts for two years to come ; 
but that would not necessarily be the 
case, because words might be inserted in 
the Bill to show that it was only the coal 
which had to be delivered for these six 
months that was exempted. He begged 
to move. 


*THE CHAIRMAN pointed out that if 
the Amendment was disposed of it would 
cut out the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil, as well as 
that of the hon. Member for Flint 
Boroughs, because he must assume that, 
if the Committee declined the proposition 
to postpone the operation of the tax for 


‘six months, still less would they incline 
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to extend that principle to eight months 
or twelve months. 


Mr. D, A. THOMAS submitted that 
it was the universal practice to put the 
larger amount and the longer time to 
the Committee first, and that such a 
course would not cut out his Amend- 
ment. 

*THeE CHAIRMAN: That was 
system once, but it has not been so for 
many years. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS asked whether 
he would be in order to put the point and 
divide the House upon the question 





whether the words ‘‘as from” should 
be omitted—— 
*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 


I have already said that if the hon. 
Member for Mid Glamorgan was not suc- 
cessful the hon. Member’s Amendment 
would not be in order. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Merthyr Tydvil did not give 


notice in time; the hon. Member for! 


Mid Glamorgan did. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I gave notice 
this afternoon, and I submit that no 
notice is necessary. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : 


Amendment proposed— 


Order, order! 


“In page 2, line 28, to leave out the words 
‘as from the nineteenth day of April,’ and 
insert the words ‘from the nineteenth day of 
October.’ ”’°—(Mr Samuel Evans.) 

Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: This is an 


Amendment I could not possibly accept, 


because the effect of it would be 
to postpone the operation of the 
duty altogether for a considerable 
part of the year, without distinction 


between contracts existing at the date 
of the Budget and contracts entered on 
after the Budget. I can see no reason 
for postponing the operation of the duty, 
either to the date suggested or to any 
other date. I have listened to the 
hon. Member very carefully, and so far 
as I could judge he gave no reason for 
the Amendment he has moved. I may 
state that I carefully considered this 
matter, because, as I reminded the 
Committee, when Sir Robert Peel revised 
The Chairman. 


{COMMONS} . 


the | 


|the duties in 1842, he allowed an in. 
'terim of four months before the com- 
mencement of the duty. The result was 
that an enormous exportation took place 
within those four months in order to 
avoid the duty, with the worst results to 
the Revenue, and: with some unfairness 
to those who were not able to accelerate 
their exportation. As to the exemption 
which I propose to allow, I might, by 
leave of the Committee, make a state- 
ment, but it must be on the understand- 
ing that that statement shall not be made 
the subject of a discussion, which will 
properly come later. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: If the right hon. 
Gentleman makes a statement it will 
be impossible to preclude other Members 
from discussing it, and from various 
points of view. It is not regular to make 
such a statement ; but sometimes it has 
been done by the general assent of the 
Committee. 


*Smir M. HICKS BEACH: In that 
case I think it would be best, in reply 
to a question to-morrow, to state 
what the proposals of the Government 
are. The hon. Member has named the 
19th October. I will now that 
practically, though not in all cases, there 
will be a large exemption to existing 
contracts up to the end of September. 

*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) believed that if the imposition 
of the duty could be postponed for a year 
there would be such an amount ot intfor- 
mation from all parts of the world to 
which the British coal trade extended 


Say 


-as would satisfy the House that the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer was _pro- 
posing a course of great danger to our 
commercial supremacy. When in South 
Africa, some years ago, he was shown the 
point at which British coal and Transvaal 
coal met in equal competition. That point 
was being steadily pushed towards Cape 
Town, and what took place in South 


' Africa was taking place in other parts. 


The consular reports from Italy showed 
that manufacturers were considering 
the desirability of doing industrial work 
by water power, and the extension of 
that power would have the effect of 
lessening the consumption of British 
coal in the Italian market. The pres- 
sure of foreign competition was felt 
upon our coal trade in every part 
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of the world, and the effect of the 
permanent ls. duty would be to con- 
tract the fringe of that trade every- 
where. Within the last few months 
there had been a marked change in the 
coal trade of his district, and the effect of 
a restriction of the export trade would 
be increase of competition in the home 
trade, and in this competition the poorer 
collieries, working on a very small margin 
of profit, would succumb. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said he} 
desired to say a word or “ith in the} 
interest of a class of persons who had | 
been somewhat ignored hitherto in the | 
debates on this question. He referred | 
to the class of commission agents and | 
middlemen at ports like Swansea and | 
Cardiff, who had perhaps made their | 
arrangements for carrying on the coal | 
trade from year to year. These men | 
had suddenly found themselves face to 
face with a completely new oe 

| 
| 
| 


He was not speaking without some | 
knowledge of the way in which the | 
coal trade was carried on, at any rate | 
in the port of Swansea, because it so | 
happened that he had been concerned | 
in many cases in which questions re- 
garding the Welsh exportation of West 
Glamorganshire coal from Cardiff to | 
France and to North Italy had arisen, | 
and he found that a very considerable 
trade had developed between Swansea 


and Genoa. The margin of profit, | 
however, was very small indeed. Now, | 
the Western Glamorganshire export 


coal trade was totally different from 
that which took place at Cardiff. It 
was not an export trade carried on | 
with the view of supplying the great | 
navies of the world with steam coal. 
lt was a precarious trade, carried on | 
by comparatively small companies and | 
individuals without any very large 
capital, competing against French coal- | 
producers, and coal-producers in many | 
other parts of Europe. This tax had | 
been put upon this class of colliery 
owners and middle men, who by their | 
tact in sending out agents to different | 
ports abroad had been slowly building | 
up a trade which had never been pros- | 
perous in the sense in which the great | 
steam colliery trade had been prosperous. | 
Now these men were face to face with a 
proposition which affected them and 
their capital invested in the business 
in a most vital way. Admitting, for 
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| by the law of supply and demand. 
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the purposes of argument, that the coal 
tax was under the exceptional circum- 
stances of the case justifiable, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was doing an 
injustice to these men by imposing the 
tax without due and adequate notice. 
Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said that earlier in the evening he had 
endeavoured to raise the question of 


| the position of the workmen with regard 
ito this tax, 
'show why the operation of the tax 


and had endeavoured to 


should be postponed. There could be 
no doubt that the fringe of the coal 
trade would be contracted, and he sub- 
mitted that the proper test to apply 
to this question and to the hardship of 
| this proposal on the community was 
not by its results on the monopoly 
trade, or the coal that would always be 
in demand whether there was a 1s. 
tax or not, but by the way it would 
affect the inferior coal and the fringe 
of the coal trade. There was as much 
demand for inferior as for superior coal, 
and it was a well-known fact that it 
took as many men to produce 100 tons 
in an inferior coal mine as in the superior 
coal mines. This was an aspect of 
the question which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had not taken into 
account. As to whether the foreigner 
would pay or not was not now his point. 
In his opinion he would not pay, as he 
was too keen a business man, and he 
knew the market would be regulated 
He 
would take his own county, and assume 
that what the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had said with reference to 
monopoly was right as regarded two- 
thirds of the coal. But that left two 
million tons which would not be wanted, 
and not only the two million tons, but 
the men who produced it would not be 
wanted. According to Government 
returns, the number required to produce 
two million tons of coal was 6,300 men 
and boys, and if the right hon. Gentle- 
man could look upon a state of things 
like that with composure it was more 
than he could do. He was secretary 
of one of the largest trade unions in the 
country, and ba: could assure the right 
hon. Gentleman that from January to 
April last 1,200 men had been discharged 
in Durham simply because the markets 
were dislocated. They had to pay those 
men 10s. a week out of the hard-earned 
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wages of the miners who were working, | 
and if 6,300 men were to be added to! 
that number the position would be | 
serious indeed. Not only would the 
miners not be wanted, but the men. 
who trimmed the coal in ships would 
not be wanted, the men in locomotives 
and on board ships would not be wanted, 
and stagnation would fall on the trade 
of the whole country.; because trade | 
was kept up not by the purchases of 
the few, but by the purchases of the 
workers. Then many whole commu- 
nities depended on the miners. He 
knew villages in Durham and North-| 
umberland which had not a single | 
industry, and in which the whole of 
the shops and every tradesman depended 
upon the miners, and if collieries were | 
stopped, as assuredly they would be 
stopped if a third of their coal was not 
required, then whole villages in North- 
umberland and Durham would _ be 
rendered desolate. He asked the right 
hon. Gentleman to pause before he’ 
imposed a tax of that kind. It was 
unique in its application and in its 
impingements, and, as he would find 
out before he was done with it, in its 
results also. They had been told that 
it was a matter of wages, and that when 
contention arose between the employers 
and the men, the men would be strong | 
enough to look after themselves. The 
President of the Board of Trade said 
that the miners were strong enough to 
withstand the demands of the employers, 
and the Colonial Secretary urged them 
to keep their money in order to meet 
the employers. He wished to say that 
they had a better way than striking. 
The men needed no impetus to strike, | 
but their leaders wanted to keep them 
on lines of conciliation. They wanted 
to avoid conflict, and not to have an 
internecine war between employers and 
workers, and he thought that statesmen 
who managed great departments of 
State should hesitate before suggesting 
that the workers’ should _ prepare 
themselves for a strike. He wished to 
say that they recognised the rise and | 
fall of the markets, and that they would | 
try and prepare the men to recognise | 
that wages should follow the markets 
on lines of conciliation and arrange- 
ment. He saw in The Times news- 
paper that the miners had been re-| 
ceiving great wages, and that the| 
Mr, John Wilson. 
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capitalists had made large profit, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
said the same, and the President of the 
Board of Trade had issued a return, in 
which, however, there was a difference of 
five millions, between a statement in one 
part of it and in another. It was stated 
in one portion of the return that the 
increase of wages between 1897 and 
1900 was £16,000,000, whereas in 
another part the increase was given as 
£21,000,000. If such a return could 
bear the mark of ignorance and show 
such a discrepancy there was need for 
closer inquiry and more careful scrutiny 
before the figures were launched forth 
to inflame the public mind. His two 
hon. friends the Members for Morpeth 
and the Wansbeck Division would be able 
to state their own case, and he ventured 
to state that their situation would be 
even worse than the position in Durham. 
Assuming that one-third of the coal now 
exported from Northumberland was not 
required, that would mean that 8,000 
men and boys would not be required. 
He had never clamoured for the war, 
but he was quite willing to bear his share. 
He would, however, advise the Chancellor 


'of the Exchequer to turn in some other 
| direction in order to get the money he 


required. Last year Zhe Times news- 
paper, by anticipation, dealt with the 
coal tax in a very trenchant manner. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I think the hon. 


| Member has rather forgotten the Amend- 


ment now before the Committee. He is 
dealing with the whole tax, but that 
question will not arise until the clause 
is putasa whole. The question now is— 
when will the tax come into operation ! 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said he apolo- 
gised for infringing the rules of debate. 
He had tried to state the case from the 
workman's point of view, and also from 
the wages point of view. The tax might 
mean that instead of a man being able 


‘to work six days a week he might be only 


able to get work on two or three days. 
The average wages of the coal-getter in 
the best of times last year was only on an 
average 7s. 5d. per day, and he would 
respectfully urge on the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that he should find some 
other means of obtaining the money he 
needed. He would suggest to him, if the 
coal trade of the country had to pay, to 
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let the people who received profits for { was, in his opinion, unnecessary and 


which they did not work pay. 


unjust. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: These questions; *5I8 M. HICKS BEACH pointed out 


are not relevant to the Amendment now | 
before the Committee. I must ask the | 
hon. Member to confine himself strictly 
to the question of when the tax is to come | 
into operation. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said he trusted 


that the arguments of the last two hon. 
Members who had spoken were against 
the tax altogether, and were not directed 
at all to the Amendment. The effect 
of the Amendment if accepted would be 
that the tax would commence on 19th 
October instead of 19th April. This 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer would | would not meet the views of the hon. 


turn his attention to some other form of 
taxation. He would heartily support | 
the Amendment which had been moved 
by his hon. friend. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
said he should like to direct the attention 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer to the 
results that had already accrued from his 
Budget proposals, and he would give the 
right hon. Gentleman one reason why he 
ought to accept the Amendment and 
postpone the tax until he got more infor- 
mation, and knew exactly what the effect 
of it would be on one of the greatest 
industries in the country. When the 
Bill was introduced he himself came to 
the conclusion that it was conceived in 
ignorance and born in stupidity. He 
would tell the Committee one effect 
which had already been produced, and 
many others would follow. In Northum- 
berland they had a large contract for coal 
to supply the Danish railways, but since 
the introduction of the Budget two- 
thirds of that order had been given to 
Westphalia, and the proposed tax did it. 
Was that the way to maintain the indus- 
tries of the country ? That was not the 
way to raise taxation. Taxation should 
be raised with a minimum of irritation, 
but that tax had been imposed, for a 
trifle of two millions, in a way which 
produced the greatest irritation through- 
out the country. The appeal of the hon. 
Member for Mid-Durham ought to go to 
the heart of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer and cause him to agree to the 
postponement of the tax until he had 


more information as to the effect it would | 


have. If the right hon. Gentleman 


mixed with the shipbrokers and miners | 


| kinds of 


Member for Gateshead, because he 
objected to the tax in toto. In regard 
to the point raised as to the difficulty 
of the coal trade in Northumberland 
as compared with other parts of the 
country, he had been told that the 
particular contract named by the hon. 
Member for Gateshead had been lost by 
a difference of 8d. per ton, which was a 
clear proof that, although that class of 
coal might not beable to bear a tax of 1s. 
per ton, it could, at any rate, carry a tax 
of 4d. per ton. But it was perfectly 
absurd to suggest that from the fact 
that one contract had been made and 
another lost they could judge the general 
effect of a tax of this kind. He could 
quote instances in which contracts had 
been made on very good terms since 
the tax wasimposed on the understanding 
that the foreigner would pay the whole 
of the tax. The strength of the case 
of the hon. Members who had just 
spoken was in respect of the cheapest 
coal, and when the Com- 
mittee came to the Amendments re- 
lating to that class of coal he would be 
prepared to consider the subject. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS, referring to the 
remark of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that the strength of the case 
against the tax was in regard to the 
cheaper coal, pointed out that the South 
| American and other markets also were 
affected. The hon. Member for Mid- 
Glamorganshire, in moving his Amend- 
'ment, said he was not interested in the 
coal trade. That was a most improper 
remark, because hon. Members were 
supposed to speak in Parliament not 
in their own interests, but as representing 


of the North of England he would find | their constituents. He himself was not 
that every word spoken by the hon. | interested in the coal trade to anything 


Members for the Mid-Durham and Wans- 
beck Division was absolutely true. Why, 
therefore, not accept the Amendment ? 
It was not British business at all to resist 
it under the circumstances, as the tax 


\like the extent generally supposed, and 
he spoke in the House only for his con- 
| stituents in Merthyr Tydvil, the largest 
mining constituency in the United 
Kingdom. He desired to know whether 
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he would be in order in moving the|Member for Mid-Glamorganshire, it 
Amendment he had handed in. would be more satisfactory to insert 


oe = ate 3lst December than October 19 
*Tur CHAIRMAN said the Amend- 19th, 
. | because contracts were not usually 
ment the hon. Member had handed in ‘ 
. gh : a5 made from October to October, but 
was to omit the words “as from”’ and ; 
2 oe 5 ah at they were made in October for the 
to insert the words “on and after.”’ Th Lilie wink: Mane. 0 a 
A : rear. Moreover 1ey were 
Amendment under discussion was to & . vee 
; ée : i ee }not by any manner of means always 
omit the words ‘‘as from.” If those 
: made in October. If the market was 
words were struck out the hon. Member 
. ; * . | rising they would be made in August or 
would be in order in moving to insert | : = pee 
4 - : . | September, while if the market was 
on and after,” but the question did not | 
<3 | depressed they might not be made until 
arise yet. } 
’ | November or Dec einen. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS said he only! , en a _ 
desired to get the Chairman’s ruling. | Rc FENW ICK said the Chancellor 
Se eas Yet 2 the present | ° the Exchequer had stated that he knev 
Cena ‘wen ential tt woald be | a contract which had recently been 
competent for him to move to insert | | made, under very favourable conditions, 

in connection with which the foreigner 


the words “on and after” ? 
| had agreed to pay the tax. 


Top (7 oa | 
THe CHAIRMAN : Yes. | *Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I mentioned 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS was anxious to | more than one. 

ascertain whether the Chancellor of the| , a i Si 

Exchequer was correct in his statement | en gach ag mg! ~ boo heard 

on a previous occasion that the words |° ee eee eee eee 

“as from” were the same in their effect | © the Committee the conditions under 

as ‘‘on and after.” The resolution | rn wee Cane, a Was eae 

upon which the clause was based pro- | than likely that the contracts to which 
vided that the tax should be imposed the right hon. Gentleman had referred 

“on and yo 19th April, and the | ny made under similar conditions, 

right hon. Gentleman had _ previously | cs ows se : mgs _ oe sei ron be 

stated that it would be from the begin- | ea sh ve pie oli ripe. h : ae p ea 
ning and not the end of the 19th day of | se should be supplied with the coal at Is 
S | per ton below the market price, or the 

April. Legal gentlemen, however, ap- I rf OE 

peared to differ as to the point, but a ers Bajos va _—* pee oF sen ‘a or 

case somewhat parallel was decided in | ene Se See 
the courts in 1891. In the case of the | until the tax was disposed of, he shoul 

South Staffordshire Tramways Company | ey ee ey pceacggel = ange eo 

ie tea Wllineis aah Adehiens Sumstense | Ye that the duty would be reduced 

Association, it was held by Mr. Justice | °° far as North Country coal ee ee 

ine Wie. Widsilen Basibeien onhdeielan. | cerned, and it was not at all likely that it 

at tis Mos of the ward “from” i | would be increased. On the other hand, 
certain date excluded that date, and it was to the interest of the Knglish cot 
was not equivalent to “on and after. /owner when selling to sell it at ‘the lower 

The case went to the Appeal Court and | price, because the lower price would one 

was decided in favour of the appellants, | onl so tegg a pers a ve aver 

but not on that particular point. If | *€ ee eee ee oe 
there was any room for doubt, it was | ascertainment, upon which wages were 
surely much better to make it abeolutely | based, was made, the benefit would go 
certain by embodying the words as | | to the employer and not to the workman. 
given in the resolution on the coal tax.| Mr. ROBSON, while supporting the 
Assuming his contention was correct, | Amendment, could not agree with some 
it would mean a difference of about | of the reasons urged in its favour. He 
£30,000 to the revenue, and it would | believed that for the next few months 
certainly be much better to insert these | it was almost certain that a considerable 
words than to have to go to the law/ portion of the tax would be paid by the 
courts to get the matter decided. With | foreigner, but after about six months 


| ; ‘ a 
regard to the argument of the hon. | the foreigner would be in a position to 
' 


Mr. D. A, Thomas. 
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put the tax upon us, because he would position of the exporter 


then have increased the capacity of his | 


pits, increased his output, and be able to | 
supply coal in substitution for that which | 


would no longer be taken from the Eng- 
lish market. At present we exported 
about 49,000,000 tons per year, and the 
foreigner would have to pay practically 
any tax that was put upon it, because for 
a few months he could not possibly pro- 
duce: coal in substitution for our exported 
coal. But when once the foreigner 
had increased the number of places in 
his pits to which he could put his men 
he would be able to supply coal in the 
place of that which this tax would dis- 
place. As soon as he had increased his 
output to that extent—which would be 
in a very short time—he would be able 
to throw the whole of this tax upon the 
English producer. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said that while 
it might be true, as the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had said, that when Sir Robert 
Peel fixed a tax upon coal he gave four 
months notice, and that during the four 
months there was an enormous increase 
in the exportation of coal, he would 
point out that at that time the exporta- 
tion of coal was extremely small. It 
could then be counted by tens of thou- 
sands of tons; in any case, it was not 
more than a few hundred thousand tons ; 
whereas now it was counted by tens of 
millions of tons. Another important 
fact was that at that time collieries were 
worked only for about six months in the 
year, so that in case of emergency the 
output could be increased. The present 
state of affairs was altogether different. 
For the last two or three years the 
producers of coal had been doing their 
very utmost to increase the output, 
because prices were high and_ profits 
large; he had never denied that fact. 
But circumstances were altogether dif- 
ferent now from those of 1842, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer need be 
under no apprehension that, if this 
Amendment were accepted, the coal pro- 
ducers of the country would be able to 
increase their output very extensively. 
If, say, six months notice of this tax were 
given, he felt certain the right hon. 
Gentleman would not find it seriously 
to his disadvantage. 


*Sir JOSEPH PEASE desired to call 
the attention’ of the Committee to the 
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on the north- 


east coast, especially in the Hull and 


Grimsby trade with the Continent. Coal 
was only a part of their cargo. While 


many ships were fully loaded with coal, 
a large number went out with mixed 
cargoes, and they came back loaded with 
raw materials for the manufactures of 
Lancashire and Yorkshire. The tax 
had come so suddenly on this trade that 
nobody at present was able so say exactly 
where he stood. It was the outward 
and the homeward freights all put 
together which made the current rate, 
which was so important to the manu- 
facturers of Lancashire, Yorkshire, and 
the north of England. He hoped that 
the six months provided for in this 
Amendment would be granted, in order 
that the regular trade of the country 
should not be damaged. The 40,000,000 
tons of coal and the 10,000,000 
tons of bunker coal was no small item 
in the large trade of this country, 
and if they by any means lowered 
that quantity they would damage the 
steam fleet, which was so vital to their 
manufacturing interests. This was a 
point to which he wished specially to call 
the attention of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. If they damaged in any way 
the steam fleet they would also damage 
the shipbuilding yards, and throw more 
people out of employment. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the Com- 
mittee had been put in a very difficult 
position by the way in which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had approached 
this question. His object in moving that 
Amendment was simply to postpone the 
operation of the tax for six months. He 
did so for two reasons: (1) to give the 
trade, and particularly the owners of the 
poor collieries, time to look about ; (2) to 
endeavour to mitigate the severity of the 
tax as far as possible. If the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to deal with the 
contracts, they ought to know what he 
was going to do, and if he gave that in- 
formation then he might probably with- 
draw his Amendment. The right hon. 
Gentleman proposed dealing with the 
small collieries in a certain way, but he 
did not disclose it. He presumed that 
the right hon. Gentleman was willing to 
place an ad valorem duty upon some 
classes of coal. He thought the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer should at once 





1299 {COMMONS} Bill. 1300 


place his whole scheme before the House posals with regard to contracts and rates 
with regard to existing contracts, and | had been discussed, and now they were 
state how they proposed to deal with | going to have some more suggested by 
inferior coal and coal of the smaller size. | the Chancellor of the Exchequer which 
He would therefore move the adjourn- | had not yet been given to the Committee, 
ment of the debate in order to enable the} He could not understand the hon. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to tell the) Member wishing to move the adjourn- 
Committee what the Government pro-| ment, but he hoped that the Chancellor 
| of the Exchequer would make up his 
| mind what he was going to do before the 


Finance 


posals were. 





*Tue CHAIRMAN: I will put the! 
motion, but I cannot allow the Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer to make any such | 
statement upon it. I cannot under the | 
rules of the House permit a discussion of | 
the Bill upon a motion for progress. | 


debate was resumed on another day. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Of the many 
accusations which the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn has made against me, he has 
never made one which is more unfounded 


/than that which he has just made. | 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that in| 
that case he would not think of persisting 
in the motion. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said they were now discussing the post- 
ponement of a clause, and they were 
suddenly told that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was going to make some 
extremely important changes, which he 
had not yet disclosed to them, and which 


it was supposed would have some in- | 


fluence upon the discussion. What was 
going to be done with regard to contracts 
he did not know. They did not know 
what was going to be done with regard 
to small collieries or small coal, and these 
were very serious matters. He had very 
serious objections to this coal tax, as well 
as the sugar tax, on account of the 
interests of the borough he represented, 
where they imported nothing but sugar 
and exported nothing but coal, he did 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
stand to his guns and continue to do what 
he had announced to the House that he 
intended to do. The right hon. Gentle- 
man should not make concession after | 
concession, departing from his scheme of 
taxation, whether in deference to the! 
representations of hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site or deputations that met him in his | 
private room. That was not a_ wise 
thing for the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to do. He thought it would be a most | 
unwise thing to postpone the collection 
of the tax for six months. It would only | 
result in a great run on exportation and | 
the loss of a great portion of the tax. | 
The exporters would have the bitter pill | 
to swallow six months later, and it would | 
not be made a bit less bitter by post- | 
poning it. Many of the different pro- 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 


have throughout the discussions on the 
Bill expressed my intention to give as far 
as possible liberal treatment to existing 
contracts, and I have made no secret of 
my willingness to consider the position 
of the cheapest kinds of coal. All I 
desire is to postpone a definite state- 
ment on the subject until I can make it 
fully, in answer toa question to-morrow. 
I have made no other concession at all. [ 
have always found the House ready when 
a Minister is anxious to discuss any pro- 
posal in a conciliatory tone to meet him 
and to discuss the matter fairly. Surely 
that is not a concession. All I desire is 
that we shall discuss the matter, in order 
to see what can be done. I can only say 
that if any attempt I make to meet the 
views of hon. Members is received with 


'more lengthened debate, and with objec- 
_ tions such as the hon. Member for King’s 


Lynn has raised, I can make no con- 
cessions at all. I hope that after what 
has passed the Committee will be allowed 
to divide on the Amendment. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS asked the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if he had con- 
sidered the legal point of which he had 
given him notice. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: I have con- 
sulted the Attorney General on the state- 
ment which the hon. Member has sent 


|to me, and the opinion of the Attorney 
|General is that the words in the Bill— 


words which have been in many finance 
Acts—amply cover the levying of the 
duty from the earliest period. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Then there will 
be no necessity to go to a court of law ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 223 ; 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAl ex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustu3 Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson-( King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor)| 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd ( Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon.Henry 
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it was not only constitutional, but reason- 
able on general grounds, that the House 
should reserve to itself the right of re- 
viewing, year by year, the situation created 
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by a duty like this. If this duty could | 
be regarded as merely impounding a 
reasonable proportion of the gigantic 
profits of the coalowners during the last | 
year or two, in order to meet a great | 
national emergency, not so much could | 
be advanced against it. They had, | 
however, to regard the question in its 
broader aspect in relation to trade. The 
foundation upon which the right hon. | 
Gentleman had based his proposal was 
unsound, for this tax not only did not 
fall upon the foreigner, but it fell un- 
equally upon a very small portion of | 
the coal industry. If such a tax as 
this was justifiable it ought to fall | 
upon the coal interest in every part of | 
the country. The policy upon which | 
this tax was based was a sufficient justifi- 
cation for Parliament refusing to relax 
its constitutional hold upon this tax, 
and its right to review it year by year. 
This tax would ultimately fall upon the | 
wage earners of the country, and that | 
was a sufficient reason why they should 
have an opportunity of considering 
it every year. This return to export 
duties was a reversal of the sound doctrine 
of free trade. The fallacy of imposing 
export duty was exploded long ago. 
He understood that, on this Amendment, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
prepared to make a statement of the 
course which he intended to take, and 
as to the nature and scope of the in- 
quiry he proposed to institute on all the 
questions relating to the coal supply and 
coal interests, and the probable effects of 
this duty on the trade of the country. By 
having recourse to this duty, which would | 
act in restriction of trade, we were going 
back to the days of the Edwards and 
Henrys. To revive the system of black- 
mail on industry and commerce was a 
retrograde step. The Committee had a 
right not only to demand that they) 
should have some assurance with regard 
to the future from the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but that they should retain in the 
hands of the House the right to review 
and challenge this tax year by year. 


Amendment proposed— 
_ “Tn page 2, line 29, after the word ‘ paid’ to 
insert the words ‘ until the first day of August, 
nineteen hundred and two.’ ”’—(Mr.Channing.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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/coal trade. I 
'ceivable inquiry could properly investi- 
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*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: It must be 


perfectly obvious to the Committee that 
for the coal trade itself nothing could 
be worse than the uncertainty which 
the hon. Member proposes. In the days 
of Sir Robert Peel, when this tax existed, 


| it was never imposed, as the hon. Member 


suggests, as a yearly tax. It was always 
amongst the taxes which permanently 
remained on the Statute-book. There- 
fore it is obvious that with a trade in 


| which so large a portion of the business 


is done by contracts for forward delivery, 
it would be impossible to conduct busi- 
ness in the ordinary manner if every 
year there was uncertainty as to the tax. 
It is actually suggested by an_ hon. 
Member, who has placed an Amend- 
ment on the Paper in the interests 
of the mining association, that any duty 
on coal authorised by this Bill shall 


/not be reimposed or continued beyond 


the year ending 5th April, 1902, nor 
shall any other duty be authorised on 
coal by Parliament, unless and until notice 
of imposition or continuance should 
have been published in the London Gazette 
not later than 31st November, 1901. 
Obviously, the intention of this was that 
the trade might have notice of what was 
proposed, in order to arrange for con- 
tracts for delivery in the coming year, 
although for that purpose notice would 
be necessary at a date at which it would 
be absolutely impossible for the Chan- 


| cellor of the Exchequer to decide whether 


| he would require 
| tinued, or what should be done for the 


| finances of the coming year. 


the tax to be con- 
I cannot 
imagine a proposal less suited to this tax 
than the proposal of the hon. Member. 


|I am carefully considering the question 


of a full inquiry into the whole subject 


|of our coal supply; but I am bound 
/to say that my decision on that must 


by the proceedings in 
this Committee. I am not prepared 
to leave the continuance of this tax 
next year in the uncertainty which 
is desired by the hon. Member and by 
many hon. Members who represent the 
am sure that no con- 


be regulated 


gate the subject before it would be neces- 
sary to deal with the Budget of next 
year. ‘Therefore the idea that this was 
merely a temporary tax imposed for one 
year, and that it would cease at the end 


3D2 
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of that year, which would certainly be | 


believed throughout the country if the | 
hon. Member’s Amendment were ac- 
cepted, is one which [ could not possibly 
sanction. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said the argument 
which had been used against provisional 
Budgets was apparent to the mind of a | 
predecessor of the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer. Sir Stafford Northcote, | 
speaking of the Customs duties proposed 
in the Budget so far back as 1861, used 
the following words— 

“Strong as were his objections to provisional 
Budgets, he thought that the condition of 
trade afforded some reasons why the House , 
ought to be content to vote some of the taxes 
for a period of only one year.” 

In that speech he proceeded to quote 
figures to show that there had been a 
considerable decline in trade in particular 
articles. The latest Return which had 
been issued showing the exports of coal 
from South Wales for May, 1901, as 
compared with the corresponding month , 
last vear, contained the following details : 
Newport, 257,169 tons this year, against 
285.677 last year—decrease, 28,508 ; 
Cardiff, Penarth, and Barry, 1,366,987, 


against 1,535,327—decrease, 168,340 ; 
Swansea, 198,688, against 198.040— 
increase. 648; Port Talbot, 37,168, 


against 52,164—decrease, 15,996 ; Llan- 
elly. 24,060, against 23,578—increase, 
482. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: There has 
been an increase of 200,000 tons in May 
at Cardiff. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said the figures he had 
quoted were issued by the Newport 
Chamber of Commerce. a body which 
was in favour of the coal tax, and in 
which the right hon. Gentleman’s 
political supporters were strongly repre- 
sented. He had not the least reason to 
doubt the accuracy of the figures. He 
believed that what was true of south 
Wales was also true of Northumberland 
and Durham. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No. 
Mr. M‘KENNA said the right hon. 


Gentleman would have an opportunity 
of answering him. If these figures were 
correct, they afforded a_ substantial 


reason, on the basis of the argument put 
forward by Sir Stafford Northcote, why , 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 


this tax should be imposed for one year 
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only. There was another strong financial 
reason why the tax should be for one 
year only. In the present Budget there 
was a contribution to the war expenditure 
amounting to £16,000,000. That was 
to say, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would raise in taxation during the 
current year £16,000,000 more than was 


| necessary for the ordinary expenditure. 


If they might reasonably anticipate that 
the war would be over in a year, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, on the same 
basis of taxation, would have a surplus in 
the ensuing year of £16,000,000. How 
was the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
maintain the balance between direct and 
indirect taxation when he came to remit 
£16,000,000 of taxation? He would 
only have the duty on tea and that on 
coal so far as indirect taxation was con- 
cerned, for it was admitted that in part 
the coal duty was indirect taxation. If 
he reduced the whole of the tea duty it 
would only amount to £6,000,000. Was 
he going to remit £10,000,000 of the 
income tax and only £6,000,000 of in- 
direct taxation ? He ought to leave the 
coal duty open for remission next year. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said it was 
perfectly possible for the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer of the day, if he desired it, 
to repeal the law by which the coal duty 
was imposed. 

Mr. M‘KENNA admitted that the 
right hon. Gentleman was absolutely 
right, but there was a difference in the 
practice of this House between a tax 
which had not to be re-enacted and a tax 
which fell if not re-enacted. On the score 
of expediency, he still held that it was 
better to leave the tax open for imme- 
diate remission. The coal tax had been 
described as a popular tax. Why was it 
popular ? Because it was believed that 
its effect would be to reduce the price of 
coal to the home consumer. He was not 
going to deal with the morality of such a 
tax, but there was the economic aspect of 
the question. He readily admitted that 
in its first effect the tax must reduce the 
price of coal, but the ultimate effect 
would be to reduce the output, because 
colliery owners would not go on indefi- 
nitely producing coal at a loss. Then 
this tax would be a new elemert in the 
cost of production, and would increase 
the price to the consumer. 
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{24 JuNE 1901} 


Bill. 1310 


Mr. McLAREN (Leicestershire, Bose, should be inserted in the Bill to enable 


worth) said that the Mining Association 
had loyally accepted the tax for this year, 
and all that was sought in the Amend- 


ment was to make its working as smooth | 
as possible, and to avoid anything that | 


would cause unnecessary friction. When 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
more intimate knowledge of the working 
oi the trade he was sure the right hon. 
Gentleman would feel that he was dealing 
with men who knew their business, and 
would not mislead him on a point of this 
kind. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
appeared to think it unreasonable that 
they should ask that the tax should be 
limited to one year, and there should be 
notice in the Gazette, three months before 
the usual time for the Budget announce- 
ments, whether the tax was to be re- 
imposed or not. He thought if the right 
hon. Gentleman would reflect on the 
difference between an article like coal, 
which was exported from the country, 
and such articles as wine, sugar, and 
currants, which were brought from 
abroad, he would see that it was impos- 
sible in the case of coal to do anything 
which would affect the produce of the 
trade by piling up large quantities of the 
article. The Amendment was brought 
forward in order to enable the coal trade 
to anticipate the course of events in the 
making of contracts, without feeling that 
in two or three months their calculations 
might be upset by the continuance or 
the repeal of the duty. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the time for making 
contracts was in the ordinary course 
three months, so that it was of no use 
that the coal trade should be told that 
the coal duty was to be continued or 
taken off. The coal trade had been so 
disorganised by this duty that contracts 


forward had, he would not say become | 


impossible, but had largely fallen off. He 
went down to Yorkshire that morning 
to meet a number of representative coal- 
owners and discuss this question with 
them. There was no doubt that it was 
almost impossible to sell coal in large 
quantities to buyers abroad on account 
of the condition of the trade, which 
required that contracts should be made 
long beforehand. 


prices, and railway companies and other 
large consumers at home would not 
enter into contracts long in advance of 
their requirements. Some provision 


_very different matters. 


Everybody was antici- | 
pating that this tax would knock down | 


| the coal trade to restore confidence in the 

minds of their customers, and enable 
them to calculate what prices they would 
have to ask for in large contracts six or 
twelve months in advance. That was 
the reason why they asked on this 
occasion that the tax might be limited to 
one year. Notice could be inserted 
in the Gazette next January that the 
duty would be reduced, or other- 
wise, and they would know that the tax 
would run to the end of that period, 
although they would prefer that the 
period should be limited to 5th April. He 
therefore cordially supported the Amend- 
ment. 


*EarL PERCY (Kensington, 8.) said 
that some of the supporters of the 
Government were placed in a difficult 
position in regard to the Amendment. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
stated that there was more justification 
for the Amendment in the case of the 
sugar tax. Whatever they might think 
of the principle of the sugar tax. they 
were all agreed that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had arranged that its 
incidence was perfectly fair. That was 
not the case in regard to the coal tax. 
Personally he had voted for all the Budget 
resolutions, and for the Second Reading 
of the Finance Bill, because he did not 
think this was a favourable opportunity 
for placing obstacles to the Government 
getting the money required, and partly 
—disagreeing therein from the hon. 
Member for Berwick—because he thought 
the coal tax was not, in itself, necessarily 
unfair. But the principle of the coal 
tax and the mode of its incidence were 
They were re- 
sponsible to the House for seeing that 
the tax should be spread as fairly as pos: 
sible over the whole export industry in 
proportion to the capacity of the different 
sections of that industry to bear it. The 
Welsh coal, which fetched the highest 
price, and was of so peculiar a quality 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
desired to retain it in the United King- 
dom, and was of such superior quality as 
to be able to bear the tax and still defy 
competition, was to bear the same 
burden, and no more, than the Northum- 
berland coal which fetched 6s. a ton. He 
thought that was unfair, although he 
| would not enter at length into the ques- 
tion of graduation of the coal taxation. 
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He did not agree with the purpose of the |-did not violate the principles of free trade, 
Amendment, which was to limit the tax | whereas, when the proper time came 
for one year. It was not worth while they would be able to prove up to the 
to raise all this tumult over a temporary hilt that this export duty on coal was a 
tax, but on the other hand he did not violation of the principles of free trade. 
think that the tax ought to be levied in The Chancellor of the Exchequer loudly 
a permanent form upon its now proposed professed that he clung to the rock of 
basis. If an ad valorem principle was free trade, on which the prosperity of 
accepted, it might result in a deficiency the country had been built up during 
of revenue, but that would be better the last forty or fifty years. The right 
than an unfair incidence in the tax, and hon. Gentleman seemed to be riding 
therefore he hoped that, before going to two horses. At one moment he told 
a division, the Chancellor of the Ex- them that this was to be a permanent 
chequer would be able to give the Com- | duty, and at another moment he said 
mittee some information as to the course | that it could be revised or repealed by an 
he proposed to take in regard to gradua- Act of Parliament. The inclusion of the 
tion upon the cheaper coal. twentieth section of the Customs’ Laws 
as a ae : Consolidation Act into the Schedule 
COLONEL BLUN DELL (Lancashire, would introduce. in his opinion, a very 
Ince) said that from very long expe- great deal of doubt into the minds of 
rience his belief was that the common foreign buyers. They had a right to 
coal exported from Northumberland and impose Acts of Parliament on British 
Scotland could not possibly bear the subjects, but the right hon. Gentleman 
burden of the tax over a long series of had, by introducing that clause in con- 
years, although itymight very well bear it nection with the export of coal, en- 
this year. deavoured to impose the law of this 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS said he was much Country upon foreign buyers in regard 
disappointed at the statement of the °° the arrangements which they might 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. They had make with British subjects. He wished 
understood that the right hon. Gentle- t Tecur to one point raised by the hon. 
man was going to make an important Member for North Monmouthshire, who 
statement as to the scope and nature of referred to what he conceived to be the 
the investigation into the whole coal decrease gen the exports of coal from 
question ; but he gathered from what Newport, Cardiff, Penarth, and Barry. 
the right hon. Gentleman had said that Whether the exports had increased or 
the scope and nature of the investigation decreased in May, or for a few months, 
would depend on the discussions and de- did not signify one halfpenny. The 
liberations in Committee. He ventured Chancellor of the Exchequer had made 
to say that the right hon. Gentleman had the point that the exports had shown 
placed the cart before the horse, and * great increase, but he had seen figures 
thought that the discussions in Com- which seemed to show that the exports 
mittee would depend very much on the had decreased. These sigan published 
announcement as to the nature of the '™ Brown s Export List, the proprietors of 
scope of the inquiry. The Chancellor of which got the Returns from the Customs 
the Exchequer had told the Miners’ officers, and the Chamber of Commerce 
Association of Great Britain that there | ° Cardiff relied upon these figures. Now, 
would be a full investigation either by there was a difference of something like 
a Royal Commission or a Select Com- twenty-five per cent between the Returns 
mittee. He himself believed a Royal | *S published ha Brown's Export List and 
Commission would be the proper body “1 figures rom by the Board of Trade. 
to make the inquiry. The right hon. hat required elucidation. 
Gentleman had stated in regard to this) *Mr. J. A. PEASE said that he 
Amendment that there would be far more! knew in the north of England great 
reason for limiting the sugar tax to| efforts had been made on the part 
one year than the export duty on coal. | of coalowners, under contract, to 
He could not understand how the right | export as much coal as __ possible 
hon. Gentleman could possibly make |in view of the imposition of an export 
such a statement. The sugar duty / duty. Therefore the figures for the 


Earl Percy. 
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last few months were very fallacious, 
and could not be an accurate guide as 
to the way the tax would operate and 
affect the coal trade. 


*Sir JAMES JOICEY said that any 
figures that might be given forth to show 
how this tax would affect the coal export 
trade one way or another would not be 
altogether reliable during the next few 
months. At present the trade was 
almost altogether under contract, and 
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| get a normal price over a series of years 
_ than if they submitted to the fluctuations 
of prices year by year. He confessed 
that he did not like this tax being made 
| permanent. He knew that the tax had 
been put on under extraordinary ignor- 
ance on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman. He did not blame the 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer. It had 
|taken many who had been long in the 
trade a considerable time to understand 


the quantity exported in the month | the question, and it could not be expected 


of May compared with that imported | that the right hon. Gentleman would be 
in May, 1900, could not be attributed in | familiar with all its complications. That 


any way to the coal tax. 


It would be was a reason why there should be an 


two years at least before the full effect of | inquiry, and why the matter should be 
the tax could be seen in our exports. | brought up next year when they knew 


At present the prices were very high, | 


owing to the cost of production being 
very high. He knew that in the north 


of England the bulk of the coal from , 


all the mines was sold up to the end of the 
year. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
knew that pretty well, and therefore he 
must not be guided in any way by the 
exports during the next few months. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that one 
great objection to making this an annual 
tax was the uncertainty it would create in 
regard to contracts. That argument 
would have been much better if the 
right hon. Gentleman had said that 
he would not increase the tax next year. 
Was he to understand that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was going to remove 
that uncertainty ? 


*Sir M. HICKS*BEACH: The hon. 
Baronet is rather hard on me in asking 
me to anticipate next year’s Budget. 
The idea of increasing the tax had not 
occurred to me, but if the hon. Baronet 
thinks it would do good, I will con- 
sider it. 


*Sir JAMES JOICEY said what he 
meant was that it was very difficult in- 
deed to deal with contracts where there 
was uncertainty ; and if the right hon. 
Gentleman could tell them that he 
would not either increase or decrease 
the tax three, four, or five months before 
oth April, it would be a very great con- 


venience. Much of the coal sold in this 
country was sold under three years 
contract. Many of the largest buyers 


on the Continent, as well as the gas com- 
panies, steamship companies, ete., in- 
sisted on three years contracts, because 
they believed they were more likely to 


| 


| 


| MEMBER : Shame !] 


all the circumstances. He believed that 
if the whole facts in regard to this tax 
had been placed before the Government, 
the House, and the country, the country 
would not have allowed it to be imposed. 
There seemed to be almost a conspiracy 
of silence in the newspapers, which 
would not report the speeches on this 
subject. The result was that the public 
were ignorant on the question. The 
public were under the impression that 
they were punishing those who penalised 
them in the matter of high prices last 
year, but as a matter of fact this tax was 
not put on those who penalised the local 
consumer, but on those who exported 
coal, and who were now made the whip- 
ping boys of the whole coal trade. 
There was an impression that this was 
a prosperous trade and could bear any 
tax. He was not going to enter into 
the question of profits; but taking the 
figures of the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade, he had 
shown in a letter to The Times that 
during fifteen years, including the period 
of high prices, and calculating the cost 
of labour at 1s. 6d. per ton—although in 
some cases it had been Is. 9d., 2s., 2s. 6d., 
and in some places as much as 3s. 2d.— 
the profits in the coal industry over 
‘these fifteen years only represented 6 
per cent. per annum. He believed that 
'the capital employed in agriculture in 
|this country produced a larger profit 
|than the capital employed — in 
the coal industry. | Laughter 
from the Ministerial Benches.}| Hon. 
Gentlemen might laugh, but he could 
| prove that that was the case. [An Hon. 
An hon. Member 


said “Shame”; but would anybody 
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say that 6 per cent., not allowing any- 
thing for depreciation or exhaustion of 
the coal, was a large profit? The hon. 
Gentleman knew nothing of the risk of 
coal-mining, but if he believed what he 
seemed to say he should get rid of his 
land at once, and go into coal mining. 
He saw it had been mentioned that 
Norway and Sweden, from which we 
got the bulk of our timber, were threaten- 
ing to put an export duty on timber. 
If they did so he failed to see what objec- 
tion there could be from their point of 
view. We put a tax on their coal, and 
he could not see that they would be far 
wrong if they put a tax on the wood 
they exported to us, The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had shown to the 
deputation that waited upon him that 
he had not yet mastered the difficulties 
in connection with the question. The 
right hon. Gentleman did not seem to 
quite grasp the situation, and that was 
one strong argument in favour of put- 
ting on the tax for one year only. He 
was sure when the right hon. Gentleman 
came to understand the full difficulties 
of the export trade of this country— 
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cussed the question properly. [Cries 
of ‘ Divide!”] He was sure he was 
not in the habit of spending the time 
of the House, but on a question of this 
kind he represented his constituents, 
[An Hon. Memper: Report progress.] 
He thought he had better move to 
report progress. A very good case had 
been made out for the further considera- 
tion of this matter twelve months hence. 
The right hon. Gentleman said he was 
going to have a Committee of inquiry 
into the question of the coal tax, and the 
resources of the coal supply of this 
country. Doubtless that would take 
some time, but he could not see why 
any Commission that might be ap 
pointed could not first consider the 
coal tax and give an {nterim Report. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman, 
even at the last moment, would recon- 
sider the proposal that the tax should 
be for twelve months, so that the country 
could judge whether it was a just tax 
or not. 


Question put. 





{Cries of “ Divide! ”’| 
going to divide until 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, C. ?. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blundell, Col. Henry 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, Jobn 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) . 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 


Sir James Joicey. 


They were not 
they had dis- 


Noes, 211. 
AYES. 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

Flynn, James Christopher 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbt. J. 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 

Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Hollaad, William Henry 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Juicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 

Langley, Batty 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leese,SirJ osephF (Accrington) 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 142; 
(Division List No. 273.) 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, Wim. (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, IT’. 

M‘Laren, Chas. Benjamin 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonpori) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 


' Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipp’r’y Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
C’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughbnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pau'ton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Sattron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham) 
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Percy, Earl 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Archdale, Edw. Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
ixabt Sea, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Bayot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel Jas. Robt. 
BJalcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.W. W.B.( Hants. ) 
Beckett, Ernest Wm. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Big wood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, Wm. Robt. 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, VC W.(Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.(Birm.) 


Chamberlain,J.Austen(W’re’r | 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
€ompton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, [rwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, Wm. Bromley- 
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Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,Rt. Hn C. R.(N’th’nts) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A bfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J. A.(GI’m’rgan,G’ wer 
Thompson, DrEC(M’nagh’n,N. 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W. R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
NOES. 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Fellowes, Hn. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMicnael( Lond. Univ 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusF rederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnG. R.COrmsby-(Salop 


' Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 


Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Gray, Ernest (We-t Ham) 
Green, Walford D(Wednesb’ry 
Greene,SirE W(BryS. Edm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt Hn. LordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’d) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhouse, Hry. (Somerset E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Sheffi’ld, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 


| Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpcol) 
: Lawson, John Grant 
, Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


a] 


Leveson-Gower, Fred. N.S 
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Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas C. T. 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White,Patrick (Meath,North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


AYES— 


TELLERS |FOR THE 
and Mr. 


Mr. Channing 
M‘Kenna. 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. HLB(Cambs. ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Bindulph 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Kt. Hon. Sir F. G. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptf'rd 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn.M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Charles T 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney ) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Sackville,Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
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Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos.Myles 
Saunderson,RtHn. Col. Edw.J. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lerd (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Supply— 
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Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLioyd | 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton undLyne | 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
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Wilson,A.Stanley( York, E.R, 
Wilson, John (Glasgow} 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wortley,Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Com mander(Berks,E.) 


Tepori. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this day. 
SUPPLY [2lst June] REPORT. 
Resolutions reported :— 


CIvIL SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1901-2. 
Crass IV. 
1. “That a sum, not exceeding 


£713,881, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for Public 
Education in Scotland, and for Science 
and Art in Scotland, including a Grant- 
in-Aid.”’ 

2. “ That a sum, not exceeding £2,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1902, for a Grant to the Board 
of Trustees for Manufactures in Scotland 
in aid of the maintenance of the National 
Gallery, School of Art, and Museum of 
Antiquities, Scotland, ete.” 


Crass IIT. 

3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£58,193, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Prison Commis- 
sioners for Scotland, and of the Prisons 
under their control, including the Main- 
tenance of Criminal Lunatics and the 
Preparation of Judicial Statistics.” 

Resolutions agreed to. 

SUPPLY [l4txe June] REPORT. 

Resolution reported :— 

Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 
Sec. 1. “ That a sum, not exceeding 


Wills, Sir Frederick 


£2,684,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of the Personnel 
for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, 


_ete., including the cost of Establishments 


of Dockyards and Naval Yards at Home 
and Abroad, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [7ru June] REPORT. 

Order read, for further consideration 
of Third Resolution, “ That a sum, not 
exceeding £571,085, be granted to His 
Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, 
for the Expenses of the Post Office 
Packet Service.” 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
moved the reduction of the Vote by 
£100. He said he had brought this 
matter forward in Committee, but the 
reply of the representative of the Post- 
master General was extremely unsatis- 
factory. A subsidy of £3,000 a year was 
paid to the owners of the steamer 
* Clydesdale,” which carries the Storno- 
way mails, and which is upwards of 
forty years old and too slow, and not very 
safe in these stormy seas. When in Com- 
mittee, the hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury had talked of the 
“ Victory’ being over one hundred 
years old, and yet quite safe, but the 
hon. Gentleman ought to have known 
better than to have talked such nonsense. 
If the late Postmaster General, the Duke 
of Norfolk, had remained in office, he 
was sure there would have been a satis- 
factory steamer for this service by this 
time. A Conservative Government had 
voted £260,000 for the extension of the 
railway to Mallaig, on the ground that it 
would open up better communication 
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with Stornoway and the Western High- | 
lands. He asked a question on the 7th | 
of this month on the subject of an 
improved packet service, and the, 
Postmaster General’s representative re- 
plied that it was not the duty of the 
Post Office to incur additional expense 
for the conveyance of passengers and | 
goods, and that all they had to do was | 
to see that the steamers were suitable for | 
the conveyance of mails. The hon. 
Gentleman the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury had not been long in 
office ; his predecessor would not have 
talked such nonsense. On the 9th June, 
1899, the Surveyor General and Assistant | 
Secretary to the Post Office stated that | 
it must not be overlooked that the 
West Highland packet service was 
established for the conveyance of pas- 
sengers and goods as well as for 
the conveyance of mails. There ought 
to be a_ better boat between the 
Island of Lewis and the mainland than 
the forty-year-old one which was at, 
present employed. He hoped the hon. 
Gentleman representing the Post Office 
would give an assurance that a better | 
boat would be provided. He had for 
months been led to believe that tenders 
would be invited for the Stornoway | 
mail steamer service, but he was now 
told that there was no such intention. | 
Seeing that so many Highlanders had 
gone to fight the battles of the country, 
he thought the people of the Highlands | 
should receive more consideration. This | 
was a matter which should not be treated | 
in an airy and indifferent manner in | 
this House. He was quite sure if the | 
predecessor of the hon. Gentleman and | 
the Duke of Norfolk had still been at | 
the head of the Post Office it would 
not have been necessary to bring this | 
matter forward again. 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out ‘ £571,085,’ 
‘£570,985,’ instead thereof.”,—(Mr. Weir.) 


and _ insert 


Question proposed, ‘* That * £571,085 ’ | 
stand part of the resolution.” 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said | 
the hon. Member for Ross-shire was | 
perfectly right in bringing forward this | 
question in regard to the forty-year-old 
tub. But the point he wished to bring 
before the House had no relation to the 
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| ments, 


Report, 1322 
that had come from the dockyards. He 
meant the P. and O. liners. Subsidies 
were paid to the P. and O. Company to 
the tune of thousands of pounds a year. 


| Their vessels employed a large number 
of men, and among the hands were num- 


bered a large proportion of lascars. 
These lascars did the hardest and most 
difficult work on board the vessels, and 
he believed no white men were able, 
when the vessels were passing through 


the Red Sea, to stand the atmosphere 
/and the temperature so well. 
lascars had to work for their living, 
/and for that reason it was all the more 


‘These 


necessary that, looking to the circum- 
stances under which they worked, they 
should have sufficient, wholesome, and 
proper accommodation. This was a 


| matter that had come before the House 
| on former occasions. 


It was a disgrace to 
the company that they should insist on 
these men living in over-crowded apart- 
working fearfully hard, and 
receiving insufficient food. Everybody 
who knew anything about seafaring lite 
knew that these lascars were treated in a 
way that no Christian employers would 
treat men, and no seaman of any Euro- 
pean nation would put up with the 
treatment they received. The reason he 
brought it up on this Vote was not in 
connection with the case that was decided 
the other day. In that case he believed 


the Government did make an attempt to 


make the P. and OQ. liners amenable to 
British law. The P. and O. Company, 


'in order to save the few pounds which 


would make these lascars fairly com- 
fortable, had appealed against being 
made amenable to British law, and had 
appealed to Indian law. His intention 
in speaking of these matters was to call 
attention to the fact that this House 
provided a subsidy every year of £250,000 
for these P. and O. boats. [An Hon. 
MemMBER : £330,000.] This was an enor- 
mous sum for carrying mails, and he 


| would suggest that the Post Office, in 


paying this money, ought to insist that 
these men were carried under conditions 
that were wholesome and more Christian- 
like than they were now. It was a 
short-sighted policy, from the company’s 
own point of view, for the men could not 
be fit to work properly when they were 
treated in this way. It was a great 
shame that in this Christian land we 


forty-year-old tub, but to the latest ships | should pay £330,000 a year to a company 
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that would treat human beings in the 
way these unfortunate black men were 
treated. He had much pleasure, there- 
fore, in supporting his hon. friend the 
Member for Ross-shire in his Amendment 
to reduce the amount of this Vote. He 
thought they ought to have some 
promise from the Secretary to the 
Treasury that the matter would be 
looked into, and that another contract 
would not be given to the P. and O. liners 
until the conditions of the men had 
been ameliorated. He suggested that it 
should be put in the contract that the 
men in their employment would be 
treated in a right way. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTeN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): 1 think the 
hon. Member must have forgotten that 
it was stated when this matter was dis- 
cussed in Committee that the P. and O. 
Company are carrying these mails for the 
Post Office under a contract in which the 
Postmaster has no power to interfere. 
[An Hon. Member: When does the con- 
tract expire ?] Perhaps the hon. Gentle- 
man will allow me to continue. The 
Postmaster General has no power to 
interfere during the currency of the 
contract. The hon. Member has ex- 
pressed the hope that this matter will be 
considered before a new contract is made. 
[ am perfectly certain this matter will be 
considered at that time, but as the 
present contract runs till 1905, the hon. 
Gentleman will see that it is not in my 
power tointerfere in the matterat present. 
The hon. Member for Ross-shire raised 
a question, which he has several times 
raised in this House, as to the Stornoway 
mail service. He complained that the 
boat was a slow one—much slower than 
those engaged in other services—and 
that it was a very old boat. He sugges- 
ted that it was not seaworthy. He 
accused the present Postmaster of ex- 
treme meanness in not providing a better 
service. I cannot help feeling interested 
in the compliments which the hon. Mem- 
ber paid to our predecessors in office. I 
hope that when we retire from our 
present positions he will have a kindly 
word te say of the services we have 
rendered. This boat is undoubtedly 
an old boat, and it does not provide so 
good a service as either the Postmaster 
General or myself would desire, but I 


Mr. O’ Mara. 
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am advised that it is a perfectly safe boat, 
and that there is no occasion for the fears 
hon. Gentlemen may feel in regard to it. 
The Post Office makes a profit, but it is 
not to be expected that out of the profit 
which is made every year we should be 
able to meet all the claims put forward 
for improved services. If the Postmaster 
General were to assent to every demand 
for better or increased services made 
upon him, that profit, amounting to 
between £3,000,000 and £4,000,000, 
would very soon fade away, and instead 
of there being that sum to go in the re- 
duction of taxation there would be a 
fresh demand made for taxation. The 
Post Office does recognise that it has a 
monopoly, and that there is laid upon it 
the necessity of giving services to the 
poorer and more scattered districts. | 
have already informed the House that 
the service referred to by the hon. Mem- 
ber is carried on at a cost of more than 
double the revenue received from it. 
I think that that is not an ungenerous 
arrangement. I cannot hold out any 
prospect that the Government will 
very largely increase the cost of the 
service until they can see some chance 
of a return for the services ren- 
dered. The hon. Gentleman inquires 
when fresh tenders will be called. At 
the present time there is no reason to 
believe that the result of calling for fresh 
tenders would be the obtaining of an 
improved service without an undue extra 
cost to the public. The hon. Gentleman 
complained of some inconsistency he had 
discovered between an answer given to 
him from the Department the other 
day, and an answer given to him a couple 
of years ago. I have not seen the latter 
communication, but so far as | under- 
stand it, there does not seem to be any 
inconsistency between the two. It is a 
fact that the primary duty of the Post- 
master General is to deal with the mail 
service, and not to provide for the con- 
veyance of passengers. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said he did not follow the hon. 
Member for Ross-shire in regard to this 
particular mail service in the highlands of 
Scotland, but he was bound to hold the 
opinion that, when a ship was forty 
years old, and the conditions were as 
described by the hon. Member, it was a 
reasonable request to make to the Post 


Report. 
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Office authorities to put a new ship on 
the service. The hon. Gentleman said 
that the Post Office could not afford to 
increase the expenditure on this service ; 
but he must see that it was necessary 
there should be no accident, and that 
the mails should not be conveyed in a 
ship not thoroughly fit to perform the 
service. If he were a Scotch and not an 
Irish Member, he would press forward, in 
the strongest possible way, the reasonable 
demands of the hon. Member for Ross- 
shire, but he supposed, from the attitude 
of the Secretary to the Treasury, that he 
would wait until this ship went to the 
bottom before any improvement was 
made in the service. He wished to draw 
the attention of the House to the subject, 
very properly brought up by the hon. 
Member for South Kilkenny, with re- 
ference to the subsidy paid to the P. and 
0. Company. In view of the fact that 
he had that very day a question on the 
Paper to the President of the Board of 
Trade with reference to the employ- 
ment of lascar seamen, he was glad of 
this opportunity of asking what the 
Government intended to do in regard 
to the subsidy to the P. and O. Company. 
The hon. Gentleman had said that in 
1905, when the present contract ter- 


minated, the Post Office 
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authorities | 
would consider what fresh conditions| matter of very great importance. 
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Division that lascar seamen were entitled 
to the same space on board ship as 
European sailors, the representative of 
the Post Office said that the matter 
would not be considered until the con- 
clusion of the contract in 1905. That 
was not reasonable. Did the Secretary 
to the Treasury tell him that the Post 
Office authorities would continue to pay 
a subsidy of hundreds of thousands of 
pounds to a company which was not 
giving these lascars the treatment to 
which by law they were entitled? That 
would be intolerable. The Government 
should insist now, instead of waiting 
until 1905, on these coloured seamen 
being given the same treatment as 
white seamen. He asked the hon. 
Gentleman whether he could not give 
some undertaking that if the decision 
of the King’s Bench Division was upheld, 
some attempt would be made to get the 
P. and O. Company to give the same 
treatment to lasears as to European 
sailors. He understood that the subsidy 
to the P. and O. Company amounted to 
£330,000 a year, and he said it would 
be a monstrous thing that that subsidy 
should be given to a company which 
acted contrary to the law. 

Mr. DILLON said that this 


Was a 


He 


they would make with the P. and O./ went on the lines of the hon. Members 


Company. He begged to say that that 
would not meet the case. Only two or 
three days ago a judgment had been 
given by Mr. Justice Mathews in the 
King’s Bench Division that under British 
law seamen were entitled to the same 
treatment in regard to cubic space as 
European sailors. It was quite true 
that in answer to his question the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade told him that 
the P. and O. Company had lodged a 
notice of appeal. 


Mr. DILLON: (Mayo, E.) They have 
asked permission to appeal. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
whether the P. and O. Company appealed 
or not the decision on this matter would 
be either set aside or upheld within the 
course of a very short time. In the 
meantime, the judgment given by Mr. 
Justice Mathews stood good ; but they 
had this circumstance, that whereas it 
had been laid down by the King’s Bench 








for East Clare and South Kilkenny. 
The judgment given in the King’s Bench 
division was only the last act in a whole 
series of events in a grave public scandal. 
Here they had a great, wealthy company, 
which for years had enjoyed the largest 
and most profitable contracts under the 
Government, which contracts had been 
renewed again and again in spite of the 
fact that the service had been sean- 
dalously bad in point of — speed. 
His hon. friend said that the subsidy 
amounted to £330,000; he thought it 
was over £400,000; at all events, it 
was by far the largest given to any 
steamship company. Four or five years 
ago this matter was brought up before 
the House by his friend Mr. Wilson, 
then Member for Middlesbrough. The 
charge was made that the P. and 0, 
Company had been violating the law 
for many years, and that the Board of 
Trade was overlooking that violation. 
That was a very serious charge to make, 
and had been indignantly denied by 
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the then President of the Board of | 
Trade. There was a very angry con 
troversy between Mr. W ilson and the 
President of the Board of Trade, but 
afterwards Mr. Wilson did succeed 
establishing the proposition to the satis- 
faction of the Board of Trade and the 
law officers of the Crown that the 
P. and O. Company were breaking the 
law. As he understood, the ordinary 
practice, and the practice prescribed by 
a section in the Merchant Shipping Act, 
was that for every seamen denied his 
proper accommodation on these steam- 
boats the Board of Trade should proceed 
under summary jurisdiction to recover 
a penalty of £20. That would be the 
ordinary course of procedure with any 
other company, and why was it not 
taken with the P. and O. Company at 
once ! 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): I rise to a point of order. Is it 
in order to discuss the action of the 
Board of Trade on this Vote 2? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not the action 
of the Board of Trade that is being dis- 
cussed. It is the question whether 
under the circumstances subsidies should 
be given to this company. ‘To discuss 
the action of the Board of Trade would 
not be in order. 


Mr. DILLON: I was avoiding dis- 
cussion of the action of the Board of 
Trade. What I am discussing is that 
this subsidised company has been allowed 
persistently to break the law. 


Mr. HOULT (Cheshire, Wirrall): I 
think the hon. Member will only be in 
order if these ships are not properly 
equipped. 
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Mr. DILLON: Can the hon. Member 


| not have common sense to listen to what 
I am saying, for that is the whole point 
I have been endeavouring to make, 
The ships are admittedly—and they 
have now been decided in the Court of 
King’s Bench to be—illegally equipped, 
and sailing in every voyage in direct 
violation of the laws of the land. When 


Report. 


| we bring forward that statement we are 


met by the Secretary to the Treasury 
in a light and airy manner, who says 
that in 1905 the matter will be con- 
sidered by the Post Office. Are we to 
be told that this enormous subsidy is to 
be paid to a company for a single steamer 
which is illegally equipped ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: [ 
do not know whether the hon. Gentle- 
man misunderstood me. I did not say 
that this thing was to be allowed to 
continue. What I said was that the 
Post Office had no power to terminate 
the subsidy before the year 1905. What 
action is taken must be taken by the 
Board of Trade. 


Mr. DILLON: I shall not go further 
into the question now, because I believe 
I shall have an opportunity of raising 
it fully on the Board of Trade Vote. I 
had forgotten that. I stated at the 
beginning that the reason I proposed 
to debate the subject at this late hour 
was that I thought it would be the last 
opportunity. I shall simply give notice 
now that the matter will be raised on 
the Vote for the Board of Trade. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 142; 
Noes, 71. (Division List No. 274.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


Bond, Edward 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wor’e 
Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 

, Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cox,[rwin Edward Bainbridge 





Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r | 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Mr. Dillon 


Bousfield, William Robert 


| Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 


Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas,Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
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Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J.E (Elgint Nairn 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-Salop 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene,SirE WB’ry.SEdm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHn LordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(KentFaversh’m 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allen, Chas P. (Glouc.,Stroud 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delaney, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Cilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 





' Norman, Henry 
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Leveson-Gower,Frederick N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L.B.(Cambs. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, WJ Hi Dumfriesshire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley,Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.J ohn P.(Galway,.N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid. ) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary .N.) | 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) ' 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, James 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col, Thomas Myles 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel Wm. George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Aston-und-Lyne 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(Yorks,E. R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander( Berks, E.) 


Report, 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 


|, Redmond,John E.(Waterford ) 


Rigg, Richard 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 


| Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 


Thompson, Dr. ECMonaghanN 


| Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Weir and Mr. William 
Redmond. 


and Indian and 





Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [6ru June] REPORT. 


Order read, for further Consideration 
of Postponed Resolution, ‘ That a sum, 
not exceedingly £345,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge for 
the Ordnance Factories (the cost of the 
Productions of which will be charged to 


the Army, Navy, 
Colonial Governments) which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 21st day of March, 1902.” 
*Mr. WEIR said that in consequence of 
the closure being moved when this Vote 
was before Committee, he was unable to 
get the information he desired. He 
hoped to get it now. To put him- 
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self in order he would move that the 
Vote be reduced £100. He called | 
attention to the proposed expeniure | 
of £12,000 to provide further accom- | 
modation for the manufacture of the new | 
rifle. He could not understand why | 
such accommodation could possibly be | 
required. Surely there was ample space | 
for the manufacture of the new rifle in | 
the buildings in which the Lee-Metford | 
and the Lee-Enfield rifles had been | 
made. He thought it would be a great | 
advantage if the representative of the) 
War Office could arrange for one of the | 
new rifles to be put in the Tea Room 
in order that Members might have an 
opportunity of inspecting it, Then 
there was the question of chaplains at 


Adjournment of 


Enfield. What were they required for 
in a rifle factory? This salary should be 
abolished. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out ‘£345,000,’ 
‘£344,900’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. Weir.) 

Question proposed, “ That £345,000) 
stand part of the resolution.” 
FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire. Westhoughton) said he knew 
the hon. Member for Ross took an 
interest in a great many things, but he 
thought that the hon. Member did not 
understand that the Vote included not 
only the cost of the buildings, but of all 
the appliances necessary in making the | 
alterations in the rifle. They were still 
at the experimental stage. One thing 
that eame out during the last campaign 
was that they should try if possible to 
make a firearm to be used indifferently 
by both infantry and cavalry. Then an 
improvement was necessary in the sights, 
and it was most essential to get a good 
clip loading for the rifle. For all that 
additional machinery had to be provided. 
He had dealt with the question as closely 
as he could, but he could not pitch his 
own opinion against that of the experts, 
who believed that these additions and! 
improvement on the rifle were absolutely 
necessary, and should be made as soon 
as possible. He could assure the hon. 
Gentleman that it would be done with all 
due economy. 

CoLtonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) thought 


it was very reasonable that co Meantore 
should see this new rifle, and one should | 


Mr. Weir. 


and insert | 


THE 
THE WAR 


{COMMONS} 


| will not be in order 


/in the tea-room. 
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be placed in the Tea Room, as had been 
done in the case of the Lee-Metford rifle. 
He hoped if they agreed to this Vote that 
‘the House of Commons would not be 
taken as committed to the shortening of 
the rifle. That was a very big question. 
They might level up the cavalry rifle, but 
‘they should not shorten the infantry 
rifle. 


Mr. O'MARA said that there was no 


| doubt that the old rifle wanted improve- 
| ment in regard to its sighting. 


The hon. Member 
in discussing the 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


merits of the rifles. 

Mr. O'MARA said that the necessity 
for this new machinery was a curious 
comment on the Government boast that 


| they had got the best rifle in the world. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND. asked 
what reply the noble Lord had to make 
in regard to putting one of the new rifles 
He believed it was 
not necessary that it should be loaded. 

Lorp STANLEY said he had not the 
slightest objection to place one of the new 
rifles, unloaded, in the tea-room. As to 
the chaplains, a duty was imposed upon 
them, when they employed an enormous 
number of men, to provide them with 
chaplains, and he, for one, would not 
consent to withdraw the Vote for their 
salaries. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolution agreed to. 
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. 
tead a second time, and committed to 


the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed for 


| Thursday. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 
ADJACENT LANDS) BILL. 

Mr. Akers Douglas, Lord Balearres. 
and Mr. Paulton nominated Members of 
the Select Committee on the National 
Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Lands) 
Bill, with two Members to be added by 
the Committee of Selection.—(Sir Wil- 
‘liam Walrond.) 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before Two of the clock. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
25th June, 1901. 


| 


BARONIES OF DARCY DE KNAYTH, | 
MEYNILL, AND FAUCONBERG. | 
Committee for Privileges met ; Petition | 
of the Countess of Yarborough and the | 
Countess of Powis (presented on the 21st | 
of February last) considered ; and leave | 
given as prayed; Committee adjourned | 
sine die. 


EARLDOM OF NORFOLK. 

Committee of Privileges met ; Petition | 
of Lord Mowbray, ete. (presented on | 
the 21st of February last) considered ; 
and leave given as prayed. ‘Two petitions | 
of Henry Duke of Norfolk, ete. ete. | 
(presented on the 10th of December, | 
1900, and the 25th of February last), | 
and also a petition of the said Lord | 
Mowbray, etc. (presented on the 26th | 
of April last) considered, and counsel | 
heard thereon; then the Committee | 
resolved, That the said Duke of Norfolk | 
should be allowed to appear and be heard | 
by Counsel and lodge a printed case in | 
opposition to the petition of Charles 
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Tuesdan, 


| 


Botolph Joseph, Lord Mow bray, Lord 
Segrave, and Baron and Lord Stourton 


of Stourton, in the county of Wilts, to | 
Her late Majesty praying Her Majesty 
to determine the abeyance of the dignity | 
of Earl of Norfolk in his favour, and to | 
summon him to Parliament as Earl of | 
Norfolk ; and the Committee further | 
resolved, That the said Duke of Norfolk | 
should not be required to prove that he | 
is the rightful holder of the title of Earl | 
ot Norfolk, alleged to have been con- | 
ferred upon Thomas, Earl of Arundel and | 
Surrey in 1644; and Report of the said | 
resolution to be made to the House ; 

Committee adjourned sine die. | 


House resumed. | 


EARLDOM OF NORFOLK. | 
Report from the Committee for Privi- 
leges’ anit and agreed to. | 

TOOK THE OATH. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BU 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the, House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 


VOL. XCV. [FourtTH SERIES. ] 


SINESS. 
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| ments had laid upon the Table the Certifi- 
| cates 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 


from the Examiners that the 


ing Bills have been complied with :-- 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Housing of Working Classes). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5). 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1). 

Electric 
(No. 1). 

Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 5). 

Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes). 

Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 4). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 7). 

Also the Certificates that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bills :-- 

Local Government Provisional Orders 

(No. 10). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12). 

Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional Order. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8). 

Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Order (No. 3). 

Military Lands Provisional 
(No. 2). 

Also the Certificate that the further 

| Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 


Lighting Provisional Order 


Orders 


| ing Bills have been complied with :-- 


Swansea Harbour. 
Winsford Urban District (Gas Trans- 
fer, etc.). 
And also the Certificate that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have not been complied 


with :-- |. 
Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway. 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
3E 
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SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 

WAY BILL. 

Examiner's Certificate of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Thursday next. 


BURGESS HILL WATER BILL. 
Report from the Select Committee, 
That the preamble of the Bill had been 
proved, but that they had not proceeded 
further with the consideration of the 
Bill, the opposition thereto having been 


{LORDS} 





withdrawn ; and that the Committee 
had awarded costs to the promoters ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table, and 
Bill re-committed. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 
RAILWAYS) BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The Orders made on the 14th of 
June and Tuesday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 11th of 
June and Tuesday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


NOTTING HILL ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed: The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 24. 

FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH, AND NEW- 
PORT RAILWAY BILL [u.t.]. 
CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 

RUGBY WATER AND IMPROVEMENT 


BILL [u.1.]. 
BELFAST HARBOUR BILL [1.1.]. 
LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the | 
Commons. 





Business. 
IRISH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH BILL. 
BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY BILL 
Read 34, and passed. 
HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL. 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL. 
NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


NITRATE RAILWAYS COMPANY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

RODGERS’ PATENT BILL [n.1.]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed to, 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL [u.1.}. 


SUTTON-IN-ASHFIELD URBAN DISTRICT 
(WATER) BILL [n.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with an Amendment. 


DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [u.1.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


MERSEY 


ASPATRIA, SILLOTH AND _ DISTRICT 


WATER BILL [u.1.]. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND 
HEAD GAS BILL [u.1.]. 


SHREWSBURY GAS BILL [u.1.} 


GATES 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments : The said Amen¢- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL. 


DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
BILL. 
METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 


(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL. 
NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEWD 
RAILWAY BILL. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 
SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS 
WORKS) BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Sele 
tion, That the following Lords be pr 


(NEW 
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Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills ; (viz.)— 

E. Londesborough, 

V. Falkland (chairman), 

L. Carysfort (E. Carysfort), 

L. Ardilaun, 

L. Hamilton of Dalzell ; 
agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : the Committee to meet 
on Thursday the 4th of July next, at 
Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions reterred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, also counsel for the Bills. 


Glasgow Corporation 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (POLICE) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [u.1.]. 


Bill read 2“, according to Order. 
’ 


*Lorp NEWLANDS: My Lords, I beg 
to move the notice standing in my name, 
namely, that this Bill be referred to a 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons. 
As your Lordships are aware, the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act 
only came into force this year, and this 
is the first occasion upon which any 
question arising out of that Act has come 
before your Lordships. By that Act 


power is given to the House in which a| 


Confirmation Bill originates to grant a 
reference to a Joint Committee of both 
Houses in the event of any opponent 
being dissatisfied with the finding of the 
Commission appointed under the Act of 
Parliament to hold a local inquiry into 
the questions at issue. In this case the 
County of Lanark is dissatisfied with, 
and aggrieved at, the finding of the Com- 
mission which sat in Glasgow in April 
last on a question of the rating of a portion 
of the county of Lanark by the Corpora- 


{25 JUNE 1901} 


tion of Glasgow, and now prays your | 


Lordships to grant this appeal as pro- 
vided by the Act. 


appeal from one Parliamentary Committee 
to another Parliamentary Committee 


I wish to impress | \ L 
. or ‘Council of Lanarkshire, the most im- 
upon your Lordships that this is not an | saccade = 


similarly constituted. This Commission | 


was composed of four members, one being 


a member of this House and one a} : 
year, under the old procedure—which 


member of the House of Commons, 
while the two remaining members did 
not belong to either House. 


The latter | 
were, I admit, both admirable men, and | 


one of them, who was appointed Chair- | 


&c., Confirmation Bill. 1338 
man of the Commission, had formerly 
sat in the House of Commons. But it 
was not a Parliamentary Committee, 
strictly speaking. It was a mixed Com 


mittee; and to show that the local 
enquiry is not necessarily held by 
a Parliamentary Committee, I need 
only point out that there is power 


given in the Act to the Secretary for 
Scotland to constitute the Com- 
mission entirely from the extra-Parlia- 
mentary Panel, while the appeal lies to a 
strictly Parliamentary Committee com- 
posed of four Members, two belonging 
to your Lordships’ House and two to the 
lower House. In this instance the county 
feels that the point of their case was not 
fully appreciated by this Commission, 
that important facts were either ignored 
or overlooked ; and the question is one of 
such importance and gravity, embodying, 
as it does, a very important principle, that 
the county feels that it is absolutely 
necessary that their case should be re- 
considered, as the Act provides. This 
mode of appeal was specially inserted 
in the Act of 1899 to meet cases of this 
sort. It was meant as a recompense for 
depriving opponents of the power of 
appeal from one House of the Legislature 
to the other, which formerly existed, and 
as a safeguard against errors of judgment 
on the part of the Commission, and I 
think your Lordships will allow that 
Commissions are not always infallible. 
I trust your Lordships will not permit 
this valuable safeguard to lapse and to 
become a dead letter, which there is a 
danger of its doing in the event of appeals 
so important as this being refused. It 
seems to me that very cogent reasons 
should be brought forward before an 
appeal provided for by an Act of Parlia- 
ment is refused. If there is any body in 
Scotland entitled to have its representa- 
tion regarded with weight, I think your 
Lordships will agree that it is the County 


portant county in the whole of Scotland— 
most important on account of its in- 
dustries, its business, its population, and 
its wealth. The County Council of 
Lanark are only praying for what last 


still applies to all parts of the United 
Kingdom, with the exception of Scotland 
—they would have been entitled to claim 
as a matter of right. I am not going to 


3 E 2 
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trouble your Lordships with details, or 
to go into the merits of the case more than 
to explain that under the finding of this 
Commission the City of Glasgow is em- 
powered to rate a certain portion of the 
county of Lanark for sewage purification 
works which have for their object the 
cleansing of the harbour of Glasgow. 
This is in the face of an agreement which 
was entered into between the City of 
Glasgow and the County of Lanark, and 
sanctioned by Parliament in 
Under that agreement the Corporation 


Glasgow Corporation 


of Glasgow undertook the disposal of the | 


sewage of the area in question without 
payment, as some 
allowing the city to annex a certain 
portion of territory constituting some 


of the most valuable rating area in! 


Lanarkshire. The agreement has been 
adhered to ever since 1891, and Glasgow 
has raised no objection until now, when 
this claim is made for sewage purifica- 
tion works. Naturally, the county of 
Lanark feels aggrieved and considers 
this a breach of agreement. The county 
has no desire to obstruct this purification 
work in any way or to hinder it ; on the 
contrary, the county feels that this may 
he a work of great benefit to the city, 
although not to themselves, and is quite 
willing to meet the city in a fair and 
reasonable manner. The county thinks 
that if the principle which is laid down 
in the finding of this Commission be 


conceded—namely, that the city of 
Glasgow has power to rate the 
county of Lanark in all matters 


connected with sewage purification 
works which are only for their own 
benefit at the same rate as is levied on the 
city itself—a dangerous precedent would 
be established. I think your Lordships 
need hardly be reminded that there is no 
rating question which is more important 
or more difficult to decide, and which 
requires more consideration, than the 
incidence of rating between a large, 
wealthy, and powerful city and the ad- 
joining rural districts. I submit to 
your Lordships that in view of the im- 
portance of the principle which it in- 
volves and of the body which makes this 
appeal, and also the desirability of show- 
ing that the appeal provided by the Act 
is not merely nominal and illusory, a 
reconsideration of this question is highly 
desirable. 

Lord Newlands. 


{LORDS} 


1891. | 


compensation for | 


I can assure your Lordships 
‘ 
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{that this application is by no means a 
‘frivolous one. The authorities of the 
/county are fully aware of the responsi- 
| bility which they imeur in making this 
| appeal, and the more than usually strin- 
|gent clause in the Act with regard to 
costs. I trust, therefore, your Lord- 
ships will take the view that this applica 
tion on the part of the county of Lanark 
/is not only reasonable but absolutely 
/necessary, and will consent to the 
motion which I now move. 


&e., Corporation Bill. 


| 
| 
| 


Moved, That the Bill be referred to a 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons, 


—(Lord Newlands.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I venture to intervene in this debate 
because I have a proposal to make which 
I hope will both save your Lordships’ 
time and also secure an amicable settle- 
ment of the matter in dispute. Let me 
say at once that for my own part I view 
with great jealousy any reopening of 
these questions which have been in- 
quired into locally by Commissions under 
the new Scottish Private Bill Procedure 
Act. I do not think that these decisions 
should be lightly reopened. I think 
they should only be reopened where 
some new facts have to be brought for- 


ward or where there is some real proot 


of injustice. But that is a question into 
which I need not enter to-night. In 
this particular case the question at issue 
is not one of principle. The case is this: 
A large area round Glasgow, partly in 
Lanarkshire, partly in Dumbartonshire, 
and partly in other counties, use the 
Glasgow main sewers. With the ex- 
ception of the present area all the other 
areas which discharge their sewage into 
the Glasgow main sewers are included 
in the very proposal which is made in 
this Bill, and the same assessment is 
made upon them for the purpose of 
these works. In 1898 a portion of the 
county of Lanark—the district of Ruther- 
glen—came under a similar obligation 
to that which this Bill seeks to impose. 
The county of Lanark are perfectly 
willing to bear their share of the cost ot 
the purification of this sewage, and the 
disposal of it after it is delivered to the 
Glasgow Corporation. The Glasgow 
Corporation naturally say. that it is very 
hard upon them that they should be 
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obliged to receive the sewage of these 
diferent districts and get nothing in 
return for treating it after receiving it. 
On those points, I think, the two bodies 
are agreed, but the Lanark County 
Council say that they ought to receive 
some consideration for coming under 


{25 JunE 1901} 
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arisen since the inquiry to render a re- 
hearing in Parliament either desirable or 
necessary. Every case, it seems to me, 
must be decided on its own merits. With 
regard to the question of the composition 
of the tribunal who tried the case in 
Scotland, in my opinion the number of 


this obligation and for coming into the} Members of Parliament or Peers on the 
general system, because, after all, it will) Commission has no effect whatever on 
tend to their becoming to a certain extent | the case. The tribunal is one which is 
chargeable with the whole of the sewage | correctly and legally appointed according 
scheme. In the case of Rutherglen, a | to Statute, and as such we must accept 
considerable sum was allowed to the| it, whether it is entirely. or only par- 
countv—a sum of £11,000—with which | tially, composed of Members of Parlia- 
the Glasgow Corporation is charged, and} ment and noble Lords. 

which they are getting rid of by means) |. pea : Pe eres 
annual contributions toa sinking fund. | * THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
The county of Lanark, I understand, | (Lord Batrour or Burveicu): My 
ire quite ready to assent to the proposals | Lords, I agree with the noble Earl the 
f this Bill, provided a similar considera- | Chairman of Committees that the best 
tion is given to them in respect to this| course the House could pursue on this 
district ; in fact, if equivalent terms| Occasion is to adjourn the debate for a 





were given to them in respect to the | 
Shettleston district as were given in the | 
vase of Rutherglen they would agree. 
The question is, therefore, one of detail | 
ind not of principle, and can be, and 
ught to be, settled by the parties. I 
would venture to move that the debate 
be adjourned for a week in order that 
the corporation of the City of Glasgow 
ind the Lanarkshire County Council 
may set their heads together and en- 
deavour to come to an agreement on 
what is, after all, not a very important 
point. 


Moved, That the debate be adjourned 
tll this day week.—(Lord Tweedmouth.) 


*Toe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): As a matter of 
jrocedure there is no objection to the 
course proposed by the noble Lord; on 
the contrary, I think the House would 
te glad to give any opportunity to the 
jarties to come to an amicable settle- 
ment, and [ hope that may be accom- 
jlished by the adjournment of the debate 
lor a week. As your Lordships are 
aware, the question whether a rehearing 
should take place in Parliament after 
the local inquiry in Seotland, is left 
entirely to the discretion of the House. 
I do not wish to be at all understood, 
in assenting to this motion, to agree 
with my noble friend that some palpable 
Injustice must have been committed 





during the inquiry, or that newmatter has 





week. If there is any prospect, as there 
seems to be from what the noble Lord 
opposite has said, of the parties coming 
to an agreement I think the House 
would be ill advised if it did not give 
an opportunity for so satisfactory a 
solution of the difficulty. I shall not 
enter further into the merits or the cir- 
cumstances of the case, but ] wish to join 
most emphatically in the opinion which 
the noble Earl has just expressed that 
the question of the composition of the 
tribunal, whether wholly Parliamentary 
or not, really does not enter into the con- 
sideration of the case at all. The Chair- 
man of this Committee—one of the 
extra Parliamentary panel—was a gen- 
tleman who had been long a Member of 
the House of Commons. Can it be said 
that, because he resigned his seat at the 
last election and did not contest a con- 
stituency, he is thereby in any way less 
aware of Parliamentary procedure or 
less competent to judge of the facts 
brought before him? The noble Lord 
behind me said the points of the case 
were not fully appreciated by the tri- 
bunal. In that I think the County 
Council of Lanark are only in the position 
of any other defeated litigant, who gene- 
rally thinks that the judge who decides 
against him is incompetent for his post. 


Motion for the adjournment agreed to. 


Debate adjourned to Tuesday next 
accordingly 
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CONFIRMATION BELL. 

NORTH BRITISH AND 

INSURANCE COMPANY’S 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

Read 

passed. 

EDUCATION BOARD 


ORDER CONFIRMATION 
ETC.) BILL [u.1.]. 


(BARNES, 


House in Committee (according to 
Order): Amendments proposed by the 
Committee 


Chairman of Committees’ 
made: Standing Committee negatived : 
the Report of Amendments to be received 
on Thursday next. 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LANDS (IRELAND) 
ORDERS BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [u.t.]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [u.t.}. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bills to be read 3¢ on Thurs- 
dav next. 


EDUCATION BOARD ~~ PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [u.1.]. 

Read 


passed, and sent to the Commons. 


KLECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [u.t.]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [u.1.]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISION AL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [u.t.]. 
ELECTRIC. LIGHTING PROVISION AL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [u.1.]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [u.1.]. 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [u.t.]. 


Amendments reported (according to 


Order), and Bills to be read 3% 0n Thurs- 


day next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Read 3% (according to Order), with 
the Amendments, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


{LORDS} 
ARDROSSAN GAS AND WATER ORDER ! COMMONS 


3 (according to Order), and 


PROVISIONAL 
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REGULATION AND IN. 

CLOSURE (SKIPWITH) PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS BILL. 

METROPOLITAN 

(ORPINGTON) 
BILL. 


Read 3% (according to Order), and 
_ passed. 
| 


MERCANTILE 
PRO- 


COMMON 
PROVISION AL 


SCHEME 
ORDER 


PROVISIONAL eet 


nETURNS, REPORTS, 
COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 324. Sierra Leone ; Report for 
1900. 


ETC. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 


Returns of accidents and casualties 
as reported to the Board of Trade by 
the several railway companies in the 
United Kingdom during the year ending 
31st December, 1900, in pursuance of 
the Regulation of Railways Act (1871), 
34th and 35th Victoria, chap. 78; 
together with reports of the inspecting 
officers and sub-inspectors of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade upon 
certain accidents which were inquired 
into. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie upon the Table. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 to 1890 
(PROCEEDINGS). 
Report by the Board of Trade re- 


3% (according to Order), and, specting the applications to and _pro- 


ceedings of the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 to 
/ 1890, during the past year. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 

Minute sanctioning the subjects to be 
taught under Clause 8 of the Technical 
Instruction Act, 1889, for the county 
of Cornwall (seventh minute). 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


DECLARATION OF THE SOVEREIGN 
AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 
Petition against alteration of ; of im 
| habitants of Buxton and district ; read, 
‘and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUB- 
STANTIATION. 
Report from the Select Committee | 
(with the proceedings of the Committee) 
made, and to be printed. (No. 137.) 


REVENTION OF CORRUPTION (No. 2) 
BILL  [(a1.1.]. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(APPEALS) BILL [u.1.]. (No. 139.) 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with Amendments ; The Report 
thereof to be received on Thursday 
next ; and Bills to be printed as amended. 
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| Supposition that their jurisdiction was 


|taken away. But in 1871 they began 
to deal with cases under the Weights 


|and Measures Act and the Education 


| Act. 


In 1891 communications were 


‘addressed to the Home Office with 


regard to the matter, and the Home 
Secretary then pointed out that, in the 
opinion of the Law Officers of the Crown, 
if the justices exercised jurisdiction in 


| matters other than those which were 


| but they 


CONVOCATIONS OF THE CLERGY BILL | 
|v. Williams) was taken to the Queen’s 
Reported from the Standing Com-_ 


[H.L. ]. 


mittee with an Amendment ; the Report 
thereof to be received on Thursday next ; 
and Bill to be printed as amended. 
(No. 140.) 


BILL. 
BILL 


DEMISE OF THE CROWN 

COUNTY COUNCILS (BYE-LAWS) 
[H.L. ]. 

Reported from the Standing Com- 

mittee without amendment, and to be 
read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


JUSTICES’ JURISDICTION 


BILL. 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, as this 
is the first time a Bill on this subject 
has been introduced into Parliament, 
and as it deals with an anomalous state 
of things which has arisen within the 
Metropolitan police district, I ask must 
leave briefly to explain the cireum- 
stances which have led to its introduction. 
Under the Metropolitan Police Courts 
Act, 1839, which dealt with this question 
and regulated the conditions under 
which the police magistrates were to sit, 
it was provided that the justices should 
not, within the Metropolitan Police Court 
District, take any fees for any work 
done by their clerk, and there was con- 
siderable difference of opinion as to 
whether this did away with the juris- 
diction of the justices within the metro- 


specially reserved for them, it would 
involve serious risks both to the justices 
and to the suitors. Upon that they 
ceased for a time to exercise jurisdiction, 
were not satisfied with the 
decision, and in 1894 a case (Dodson 


Bench Division, where it was tried 
| before Lord Coleridge and Mr. Justice 


| Day. 


After a full hearing it was decided 


‘that the jurisdiction of the justices had 


| referred to in the Act of 1839. 


(LONDON) , 


| by that 


politan police area in all matters except | 


those specially reserved for them. For | 
some time the justices acted upon the | 


| Standing 


| 
had the honour 


clause 
That 
decision may be taken as authorita- 
tively settling the law. I understand 
that the law officers of the Crown have 
on more than one occasion since then 
been consulted as to whether there was 
any chance of setting that decision 
aside, and they expressed the opinion 
that there was no prospect of success if 
an attempt was made to do so. 

After various communications, which 
I will not refer to further, between the 
Joint Committee of London 
and the London County Council, and 
also between the School Board for 
London and the Home Office, Viscount 
Ridley, who was then Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, appointed a 
Committee in 1898 to inquire into the 
whole question of the jurisdiction of the 
justices within the metropolitan area. | 
of being appointed 
chairman of that Committee, and I had 
the very valuable assistance of Sir Harry 
Poland, whose long experience in crimi- 
nal courts is well known ; of Sir Franklin 
Lushington, who is now Chief Magistrate 
at Bow Street ; and others. Every side 
of the case was very carefully considered 
Committee. We were able, 
except on one point, to come to a unani- 
mous decision, and we made proposals 
upon which the Bill the Second Read- 
\ing of which I am now moving is 
| founded. Briefly, we found that there 


not been taken away by the 
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was a good deal of congestion in the} 


courts of the metropolitan magistrates, 
and we made proposals for the purpose 
of dealing with that congestion. Those 
proposals did not recuire statutory 
powers, and they have been dealt with 
to some extent by the Secretary of State 
since the Report of that Committee was 
presented. Representation was made 
to us by the London School Board with 


regard to prosecutions under the Educa- | 
tion Act for non-attendance at school. | 


It was proved in evidence that the 
magistrates were unable to deal with all 
these cases, with the result that, in the 
opinion of those who gave evidence, 
attendance at school had suffered. With 


regard to the jurisdiction of the justices, | 


we found that the justices were hearing 
within the police courts area a consider- 
able number of cases under the Public 


Health (London) Act, the Sale of Food | 


and Drugs Act, the Elementary Educa- 
tion Act, and other Acts, but they were 
hearing them without any power to pay 
their clerks for the work they did, and 
without being able to take fees. I do 
not think I could do better than quote a 
short paragraph from the Report of the 
Committee to show exactly what the 
state of things was at that time— 

_“ The anomaly of two distinct sets of courts 
sitting in the same district with concurrent 
jurisdiction, and under different conditions 
with regard to fees to be levied, and the alloca- 
tion of any penalties to be imposed, is one that 
cannot be defended. Not being en- 
titled to take fees, the court is precluded 
from paying the clerk a salary, and is obliged 


to make an agreement with him that he shall | 


perform the duties in addition to his other 
work.” 

I think your Lordships will agree that it 
is not desirable that that state of things 
should be allowed to continue, and that 
if the jurisdiction of the justices is to be 
continued within that area it should be 
continued under conditions which would 
not make it a competitive court acting 
in a different way with regard to the 


regulations which govern it from the | 


court in which the police magistrate sits. 


After very careful consideration, the | 
Committee came to the conclusion that | 


it would not be desirable to take away 
jurisdiction from the justices altogether. 
They had sat, almost continually, for a 
great number of years, and we had 
evidence to show that the cases in which 
they had been acting had considerably 


Lord Belper. 


{LORDS} 
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relieved some of the police courts. So 
| far as we learnt, they had given satistac- 
| tion, and it was the wish of a considerable 
|number of suitors that they should be 
allowed to take a number of the cases 
with which they had been already dealing, 
It was therefore suggested that, if they 
continued to sit, it should be under 
strict limits and conditions, which would 
put an end to the existing anomalous 
state of things. This Bill provides that 
the Secretary of State should have power 
by Order in Council, on the application 
of any bench of magistrates, if he is 
satisfied that there is a fair chance of an 
-adequate court sitting, to permit the 
exercise by them of jurisdiction in the 
cases specified in the schedule—namely, 
proceedings under the Elementary Edu- 
cation Act, under the Acts relating to 
the sale of bread, to weights and measures 
the Volunteer Act (1863), and amending 
Acts, and the Dog Licence Act (1867), 
as well as proceedings in relation to 
affiliation orders and proceedings under 
such bye-laws or classes of bye-laws as 
might be specified by the order. The 
Bill further provides that, in those 
districts where the justices are autho- 
rised to sit, the metropolitan magistrates 
shall cease to have jurisdiction in those 
particular cases; that the justices 
should be allowed to take fees for the 
work done, such fees to be paid to the 
Receiver General, who is to provide out 
of them adequate compensation for_the 
justices’ clerks. 

Those are the proposals contained in 
this Bill, and it will be seen that if the 
justices are allowed to act in these 
matters they are only continuing the 
jurisdiction which they have hitherto to 
some extent exercised, but there will be 
security that in no case will they sit 
unless the Secretary of State is satisfied 
that there will be an adequate attendance. 
Under the Bill the Secretary of State 
can also revoke the power given to the 
justices to sit. I hope the House will 
| think that I have said enough to show 
that the solution which we have sug- 
gested is, on the whole, the best one that 
could be devised. At all events, I think 
this proposal will have these advantages 
—it will, in the first place, make the 
smallest possible change in the present 
practice ; it will not interfere with the 
‘responsibility of the police magistrates 
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for law and order, and for the adminis- 
tration of the eriminal law, and it will be, 
I think, in conformity with the views 
and wishes of a large number of the 
justices themselves, and those who prac- 
tice before them. Wherever difficult 
cases of law are likely to arise we have 
specially advised that the jurisdiction 
should be left to the police magistrate. 
The only class of case on which there was 
any difference of opinion was that under 
the Elementary Education Act. The 
majority of the Committee felt that, as 
these cases required common sense in 
their jurisdiction rather than a know- 
ledge of the law, it would be a consider- 
able relief to many of the metropolitan 
police courts if the justices were allowed 
to take them. One of our body—Sir 
Franklin Lushington—differed from us 
in our decision. In his opinion, it would 
be desirable that police magistrates 
should continue to take these cases. The 
whole of the other members of the Com- 
mittee, however, were of opinion that 
they might safely be handed over to the 
ordinary justices, and that is what is 
proposed in this Bill. I beg to move the 
Second Reading. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 22. 
—(Lord Belper.) 


*Lorp REAY: My Lords, I merely rise 
to thank my noble friend for introducing 
this measure, to which I give my cordial 
support. It meets in a large measure the 
difficulty which has been experienced by 
the London School Board, and which 
led that body in 1896 to ask for the 
introduction of a Bill such as the one 
now before the House, and which I hope 
will be passed into law this session. 


{25 JUNE 1901} 


‘ence of actual warfare. 


On question, agreed to, Bill read 2¢ | 


accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Friday 
next. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 


ing read. 


LorpD MONKSWELL : My Lords, this 


of the war. 


is a very short Bill, but a very important | 


one. It proposes to amend the Outdoor 


Relief (Friendly Societies) Act, 1894, | 
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giving boards of guardians discretion as 
to whether or not they should take 
into consideration the amount received 
by a member of a friendly society in. 
granting outdoor relief. The proposal 
in this Bill is to limit the discretion of 
boards of guardians by enacting that 
in granting outdoor relief to a member 
of any friendly society the board of 
guardian shall not take into considera- 
tion any sum received from such benefit 
society as sick pay, except in so far as 
such sum shall exceed five shillings a 
week. The Bill has the support of His 
Majesty's Government, by whom it was 
amended in the House of Commons, and 
I beg to move that it be read a second 
time. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24. 
—(Lord Monksvrell.) 


On question, agreed to, Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Tuesday 
next. 

PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


CIVIL LIST BILL. 
Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed. 


ARMY ORGANISATION. 
[First Day’s Depate.] 


*THEe Duke oF BEDFORD: My Lords, 
in asking your Lordships to consider the 
intentions of the Government with 
reference to their military forces, I am 
calling attention to proposals presum- 
ably the outcome of our recent experi- 
It is counted 
an easy matter to be wise after the 
event. Yet the proposals of the Govern- 
ment ignore the three principal lessons 
There are no attempts to 
create a real Reserve. All our Reserves 
are in the first fighting line. When 
that first line requires reinforcement 
we shall have to fall back in the future, 
just as we have done in the immediate 
past, on a medley of Militia, Volunteers, 
Yeomanry, and civilians. There are no 
efforts to provide a body of 30,000 men 
who can be embarked at a day’s notice 
without recalling men from civilian life 
to take the place of boys serving with 
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the colours, thus disorganising every 
unit on the eve of embarkation. There 
are no indications of any determination 
on the part of the Government to found, 
on the reorganisation of our military 
system and on the patriotic devotion of 
our colonies, a well-considered scheme of 
Imperial defence. The Government 
seem to have but little faith in their 
own proposals for providing an Army. 
Indeed, the Secretary of State for War 
appears to regard them as a half-way 
house to conscription. Now, in this 
matter of conscription I agree with the 
views expressed by the noble Marquess 
the Prime Minister in your Lordships’ 
House last year. There are two varieties 
of conscription—universal and modified. 
Universal conscription for home service 
would bring us many millions of men 
for purposes for which they are not 
required. Universal conscription for 
foreign service is impossible. Modified 
conscription means the enforcement of 
the Militia ballot. It is an_ historical 
fact that the great French wars were 
fought, not on voluntary enlistment, 
but on the Militia ballot and the press- 
gang, but social conditions a century 
ago were widely different. The Militia 
ballot to-day could recognise no sub- 
stitutes and tolerate no exemptions. It 
is generally contended that all Volunteers 
should be exempted from the Militia 
ballot. I do not think that that would 
be possible ; if it were, we should all 
join the Volunteers and all refuse to 
go to drill) When apprehended we 
should consult our lawyers, revive the 
Hertfordshire case, and obtain  sub- 
stantial damages by bringing actions 
against our commanding officers. Thus 
we should avoid the Militia ballot, serve 
our country or not as we preferred, and 
put some money in our pockets at the 
same time. So rare a combination of 
advantages would make service in the 
Volunteers irresistibly attractive. 


The existence of the Regular Army | 


turns upon recruiting, I cannot believe 
that the Army is the solitary exception 
to those influences which always have 
governed, and still govern, the labour 
market of the whole world—namely, 
wages. In theory, the Government 
doubts whether increased pay in the 
Regular Army will give any increase in 


number commensurate with the addi- 


The Duke of Bedford. 


{LORDS} 


‘tional expenditure. In practice, when 
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they want men for foreign service, they 
offer civilians, absolutely without any 
knowledge of the trade, any sum from 
five to ten times the daily pay of a trained 
soldier. Service in the Army is like all 
other kinds of labour, a question of 


‘terms between employers and employed, 


such as the daily rate of pay, the value 
of the situation, and, when men have 
left the trade, the prospects of employ- 
ment and pension. In this bargain the 
principal item is the soldier’s pay—lI deal 
only with the infantry soldier of the 
Line. It is believed throughout the 
country that a soldier gets 1s. per day, 
and is lodged and fed and clothed. That 
such should be the popular belief is not 
extraordinary, because it is based on 
official promises. The Financial Secre- 
tary of the War Office, speaking before 
Easter in Lancashire, represented the 
attractions of the Army as Is. per day 
and all found. I will now show your 
Lordships that men enlisting under that 
belief are grossly imposed upon. A re- 
cruit, until he is nineteen years old, 
gets twelvepence a day ; he subsequently 
gets fifteenpence a day. The increase 
of 3d. is due to the so-called “* messing ” 
allowance. This term “ messing” allow- 
ance is most confusing. It seems to 
have been successfully devised by the 
War Office to delude recruits, to confuse 
the colour-sergeants, to puzzle the public 
and bowl over their Financial Secretary. 
It is much clearer to drop the term 
“messing ” allowance altogether, and 
state the case thus—the recruit gets]2d. 
and the soldier 15d.; but no matter 
what the man’s rate of pay may be, he 
is stopped, all his service through, by 
the Government, 3d. per diem for his 
groceries, and groceries includes vege- 
tables. ; 

The soldier’s food provided in kind by 
the Government is miserably insufficient. 
It consists of 1 lb. of bread and # lb. 
of raw meat, including bone. All the 
rest of the soldier’s food is paid for out 
of the soldier’s own pocket as follows :— 
3d. per diem is stopped from the soldier's 
pay for tea, coffee, and other groceries 
and vegetables. This stoppage of 3d. 
per diem by the Government is absolutely 
inadequate to feed the soldier properly, 
and another 3d. per diem is required. 
The Government get this indirectly 
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out of the men. They do a retail trade | 
with the men in beer in the canteen. 

The Government buy beer, say, at 1s. per 
gallon, and retail it at 1s. 3d. to the men. 
Hence a profit accrues, which may be 
used at the discretion of the commanding 
officer, or, if it is a big garrison canteen, 
according to the wish of the general; for 
the entertainment of the soldier’s mind | 
or the nourishment of his body, but in 
all cases it is the soldier who has found | 
the money. As it is, even with the 

Government ration and the stoppage of 

3d. a day and the profit derived from 

canteens divided amongst the messing 

of the battalion, the men generally spend 

2d. a day on their food, except they 

spend it on drink. I believe if the 

soldier was better ted, he would 

spend much less money on drink. In 

the evening the soldier feels, as well 

he may, a vacuum in_ his interior 

economy, and to replace that dismal 

sense of emptiness by one of genial 

repletion strong beer and _— strong 

tobacco are employed ; also, strong beer | 
and tobacco taken in sufficient quantities 

the night before lessen the temptation 

to spend money on breakfast at six 

o clock the next morning. But alcohol 

and tobaeco are evil substitutes for solid 

food. <A free kit is given to the recruit. 

After enlistment, as a pleasant surprise 

he is made to buy a set of cleaning mate- 
rials at a cost of 4s. to himself. This is 

called by the men a cleaning kit, and 

consists of miscellaneous articles, such 

us a cleaning bag, pipe-clay, bath-brick, 

polishing paste, harness composition, 

blacking, a lace rubber, and soap. The 

first issue of shirts and socks the recruit 

gets free, but, if he is ambitious of under 

clothing for his nether limbs, he has to 

purchase those necessary articles of 

apparel at 3s. 5d. per pair. He must, 

however, keep up and renew his under- 

clothing and kit at his own expense. 

The annual cost extended over the seven 

vears of service amounts to about 30s. a 

year, including the two or three extra 

pairs of trousers the men are bound to 

buy during their service, the Govern- 

ment issue not being sufficient. 

The small and vexatious stoppages of 
pay to which soldiers are liable are often 
referred to. Vexatious they certainly 
are, but small they are not in comparison 
to the soldier’s income. The Government 
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pay the men so little, that every penny, 
every halfpenny, becomes a big fraction 
of the soldier’s miserable pittance. Such 
charges are $d. a day for washing, ld. a 
month for hair-cutting, 2d. per month 
for recreation room and library, 2d. per 
month for cricket and football clubs. 
At least it is supposed that a soldier is 
lodged free of charge, but even that is not 
the case. The men are charged 2d. 
a month for barrack damages—that is, 
wear and tear to their quarters. This 
charge is greatly increased whenever a 
regiment changes stations. If a man 
goes to hospital when not on service, he 
is stopped 7d. a day. In the event of a 
recruit being sent to hospital in conse- 
quence of vaccination, he will be stopped 
7d. a day. He is compelled to be vac- 
cinated, he is ordered to go to the hos- 
pital, and he is stopped 7d. a day to teach 
him not to go to hospital without some 
good reason. When lads enlist under 
the belief that they get are to get ls. a 
day and be clothed and lodged and fed, 
they find that they have been done, and 
that they have got no redress. They 
start their service under a burning sense 
of injustice, which is a fruitful source 
of discontent and desertion. In order 
to gauge the extent to which recruits for 
the Regular Army are disillusioned by 
experience, I would ask the Under- 
Secretary the number of deserters, the 
number of men who have been tried for 
desertion, and the number of men who 
have purchased their discharge during 
the first two years of their service on 
an average of five years, say from 1894 
to 1898. I have always advocated an 
increase of pay for the Army, but if the 
Government could say to the men with 
absolute truth, which is very far from 
being the case now, you are to have ls. a 
day, ‘all found, and well found,” that 
would mean twice as much money in the 
men’s pockets. I would urge an increase 
of pay in the direction of good conduct 
pay and pay for skill in marksmanship. 
The Government in the Army is the only 
employer of labour who in the payment 
of their workmen makes no distinction 
between skill and inefficiency. At pre- 
sent, first rate marksmen, a few score 
of whom might change the fortunes of a 
fight, are paid just the same as men who 
would never hit an average-sized cathe- 
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-dral at a thousand yards, and there are| missioned officers and married men ; 


plenty of these in the Army. 

The pay of non-commissioned officers 
should be substantially increased, and 
their clerical work, especially in reference 
to pay sheets and accounts. greatly 
diminished. The career of a non-com- 
missioned officer should be made one 
of a character calculated to attract a 


better class of men to the Army. It is | 


no use to talk to the recruit of the baton 


-of the field marshal ; that is too remote, , 


but let him see that on becoming a non- 
commissioned officer he may have his foot 
well on the ladder of an honourable and 
profitable career which will provide for 
his old age. The Government say that 
they are going to try every means of 
encouraging enlistment, which would 
imply some additional attractions ; but 
when we ask what these attractions are, 
we find they consist of a hint of providing, 
at some future time, cubicles, and lessen- 
ing garrison duties. On the question of 
cubicles, opinion is much divided in the 
Army. I am constrained to think that 
the disadvantages far outweigh the ad- 
vantages. Less fatigues and less sentry- 
go are. no doubt, excellent, but I protest 
against the present War Office adminis- 
tration claiming the change as an original 
idea. It is a concession, far too long 
delayed, to the repeated protests of com- 
manding officers against useless garrison 
duties. Protests in this direction would 
have been far more persistent from com- 
manding officers if they had not been 
warned that complaints against the 
wisdom of theauthorities were of no avail, 
and that orders are to be obeyed and not 
cavilled at. I am persuaded that we 
shall never have a Regular Army equal 
to the demands of the Empire unless we 
are prepared to face the expenditure 
necessary to provide 1s. a day all found 
and well found, increased pay for good 
conduct and skill in marksmanship, in- 
creased pay for non-commissioned ofticers, 
and pensions for non-commissioned 
-ofticers and men after long service in the 
Army, in the Reserve, and in the Militia. 
If this additional expenditure is excessive, 
then by all means reduce the quantity 


of our military forces, and begin the re- | 


duction with those forces not under the 
complete control of the War Office. Im- 
proved barrack accommodation is needed, 
-also better quarters for married non-com- 
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better arrangements for messing— 
soldiers eat their dinner in their sleeping 
rooms in discomfort—and better arrange- 
ments for washing. The barrack bath- 
house on a dark, cold winter's morning 
is altogether beyond the courage of 
humanity. 

Men should be made reasonably secure 
of employment on leaving the Army. 
A Committee inquired into this matter in 
1895. A Return was made in 1899, by 
which it appears that there are about 
100,000 places under Government avail- 
able for old soldiers. All these posts 
should be reserved for old soldiers only, 
a measure which might be unpopular in 
Government Departments, but which is 
essential for the welfare of the Army. 
The employment of men after they leave 
the service is a most important point, 
and I would ask the Under Secretary ot 
State for War if, anyhow, a large propor- 
tion of these 100,000 places could not be 
reserved for old soldiers only. The 
return shows only 11,700 old soldiers in 


Government employ. Men should serve 


two years at home and four years abroad, 
and be quite certain that, except at their 
own request or during time of war, they 
will never be kept abroad more than four 
years. This arrangement would promote 
recruiting by removing the objections 
which parents entertain to long service 
abroad. Men should serve one vear at 
home previous to their discharge, to 
enable them to get back into touch with 
their friends and civil employment 
before leaving the Army. I know that 
this arrangement would entail incon- 
venience on the War Office, but its utility 
is obvious. No sufficient Army for 
foreign service will ever be obtained 
unless the public makes the War Office 
understand that they are paid to study, 
not their own convenience, but the con- 
venience and the welfare of the private 
soldier. The soldiers’ pay and recruiting 
are inseparable subjects. I will quote to 
your Lordships the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of State for War on these points. 
The right hon. Gentleman, speaking 
before Whitsuntide, said— 

‘* However anxious one may feel as to the 
future, can I come to the House and say there 
has been a breakdown in recruiting? Can 
honestly say I am in great straits? We have 
had bumper recruiting this last year. The 
popularity of the Army, at all events in time 
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of war, has been established. Every regiment 
in South Africa is, I believe, at this moment 
over its strength, and it needs a strong incen- 
tive for any Secretary of State to come down 
andask the House toadd three or four millions 
pay under conditions of this kind.” 


Recruits, then, are so easy to obtain that | are, t 
Army and Militia is at present stopped, 


the Government is not justified in 
offering better terms. In contrast to 
that view I must refer your Lordships to 


the Report of the Inspector General of ; 


Recruiting for 1901, in which he says :— 


“Recruiting in the United Kingdom has , 
improved during the year, with the exception , 


of Ireland. Butthe situation from a recruiting 
point of view cannot, as a whole, be considered 
satisfactory. In spite of the war, recruiting 
for the Infantry has not met the demand. It 
is a regrettable fact that in some districts 
enlistment is not looked upon with favour by 
the parents of a certain class of men most 
suited for a successful career in the Army. 
The problem still remains of how a sufficient 
number of recruits for the maintenance of the 
establishment of the Regular Army in time of 
peace is to be obtained.” 


It appears from the same Report that in 
1900 the number of recruits for the 
Infantry of the Line was 271 less than in 
1899, and that, my Lords, in spite of an 


increased number of Infantry battalions | 


in the Army and a decrease in the 
standard of height and physical develop- 
ment and the impetus given to recruiting 
by the war. It is not for me to attempt 
to reconcile the views of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War with the Report of the Inspector 
General of Recruiting. 

Recruiting governs the existence of 
the Regular Army, and on it is dependent 
also the growth of the Reserve, which for 
many years to come must be very slow. 
We must in the first place deduct from 
the Army Reserve 30,000 men belonging 
to the Militia Reserve, which is now 
abolished. In the second place, we must 
allow for the prompt disappearance from 
the Reserve of a considerable number of 
men whose transfer to the Reserve is 
now long over-due, and who are com- 
pleting their term of Reserve service 
with the colours; and lastly, we must 
remember that although the establish- 
ment of the Line has been increased, 
the number of recruits obtained has 
diminished. I should like to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for a Return 
showing the number of men retained in 
the Army for an extra year of service, 


and the number of men due for transfer 
| 
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to the Reserve, but retained with the 
colours. The latter are, I believe, 
reckoned on the strength of the colours, 


although they have begun the term of 


their Reserve service. As your Lord- 
ships are aware, the outflow from the 


but it will go with a rush at the end of 
the war, and empty the ranks of both 
Army and Militia. It is not every 
recruit who ends his service in the 
Reserve, and it would be interesting to- 
learn the proportion of Reservists to 
enlistments from 1894 to 1899. Mean- 
while nothing has been done to make the 
Reserve attractive, and much has hap- 
pened to make it repulsive. When the 
Reserve and short service were estab- 
lished it was not contemplated that the 
Reserve should form the first fighting 
line. Reservists certainly did not antici- 
pate that they, and not the so-called men 
with the colours, would be the first sent 
abroad, or that they would be required 
to remain abroad for some two years. 
Owing to the nature of the Reserve, 
most of the men are married and in good 
employment. Employers may be able 
to keep the Reservists’ places open for 
them for a few months, but it is impossi- 
ble that they should do so for a few years. 
Then there is the question of the men’s 
families. The first act of the noble and 
gallant Earl the present Commander-in- 
Chief, after his appointment, was an 
appeal to private charity to support the 
families of Reservists. The noble Earl 
was quite right in his action. Funds 
were needed, and there were no other 
means of raising them. But it is neither 
right nor creditable that our first fight- 


‘ing line should depend upon charity for 


the support of their families. We have 
got to the bottom of private charity in 
this respect, and soon there will be little 


‘left for the Reservists’ families beyond 


the separation allowance from the 
Government. Service in the Reserve 
would be cruel, indeed impossible, unless 
the men’s families were guarded, not 
only from starvation, but from great 
loss owing to the absence of the bread- 
winners. That duty should be dis- 
charged, and liberally discharged, by 
the State from taxation. Again, it is 
unfortunate that the Government have 
refused to make any allowance for the 


| wives of Reservists who have married. 
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on returning from the war, no doubt ; service, and many of whom will never be 
relying on the Government representa-| worth a penny. The Secretary of State 
tions last autumn that the war was con-| for War gives the establishment of the 
cluded, but have been recalled to the} Militia at 150,000, and its strength at 
front for the second time. The decision | 100,000. The proposal is to reduce the 
to make no provision for the widows of | establishment from 150,000 to 100,000, 
men married without leave who have! and to form a Reserve for the Militia of 
lost their lives in the campaign may be | 50,000 men whose training will be 
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discipline, but it is neither charitable 
nor politic. Surely the man’s death in 
the service of his country might have 
atoned for the offence of having married 


without leave. With an Army depend- | 


ing on voluntary enlistment such deci- 
sions are penny wise and pound foolish. 
Before passing on to the Auxiliary 
forces, let me say a word on the Govern- 
ment proposals for colonial and Mediter- 
ranean garrisons. It is proposed to 
garrison certain stations with Indian 
troops. I see no objection to this course, 
provided always that the number is 
limited. We must not let the Sepoy 
think that he is indispensable to the 
British Empire because there are no 
longer any British soldiers. We must 
not go too fast along the old Roman road 
in the matter of mercenary garrisons. 
In the Reserve battalion what I really do 
welcome is the re-establishment of the 
principle of the old-age pension. This 
is a concession of the principle for which 
I contend. I believe it is the old-age 
pension which will make the foreign 
service army possible. The objection to 
the old-age pension was the enormous 
amount of the non-effective Vote. But 
we have not got rid of the non-effective 
Vote; we have merely transferred it 
from one end of the man’s life to the 
other. Instead of giving it to the man 
in his second childhood, we now give it 
to him in his first. Last year there were 
92,000 soldiers in the Army who were 
too young for active service abroad. 
These 92,000 men would cost at least 
five millions a year. In the days when 
the Army Estimates did not exceed 
twelve millions, the non-effective Vote 
was two millions. Now, when the Esti- 
mates amount to thirty millions, the 
non-effective Vote amounts to five 
millions. The proportion of one-sixth 
remains the same. The character of the 
recipients only is altered. The old-age 
pension was given to men for service 
rendered to their country. The nursery 
Vote is given to boys who are paid as 
trained soldiers, but who are unfit for 
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Pthieds - 
limited to a few days’ musketry instrue- 
| J 


(tion. The Government claim by this 
| means to add 50,000 men to the Militia 
| without adding a single man to the 
number now serving or calling for a 
single additional recruit. This sounds 
like magic. The outcome of the juggle 
is the actual reduction of the Militia 
establishment by 50,000 men and the 
problematical formation of a Reserve for 
the Militia of 50,000 men. It is certain 
that these 50,000 men are not now 
available, and will not be available for 
many years tocome. I should like to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
| how many years he thinks, under 
favourable circumstances, it will take to 
|form this Reserve for the Militia. If 
| this Reserve had been in addition to the 
| permanent establishment of the Militia 
| I would have welcomed it gladly. As it 
is, | am sure your Lordships will agree 
in deploring the reduction of the perma- 
nent establishment of the Militia by 
50,000 men. The invaluable service 
rendered by the Militia during the 
Peninsular War and at Waterloo, during 
the Crimea and in the Mutiny, are facts 
‘of our military history. To-day the 
Inspector General of Recruiting says— 

“ The present war in South Africa has shown 

the value of Militia, and the necessity of 
encouraging the force in every way.” 
And yet the reduction of this force by 
50,000 men is one of the reforms of the 
new Army scheme. Certain extra in- 
| ducements are offered to men to enlist in 
the Militia, but clearly the Government 
| do not anticipate that they will attract 
recruits, else why this reduction ? 

I note that the Secretary of State for 
War is at a loss to understand why men 
leave the Militia on marriage. Yet the 
explanation is very simple. No married 
| Militiaman can possibly send home an 
adequate allowance to his family during 
/the annual training. His wife and 
| family, if they depend on his wages, are 
ileft to starve. Men are not justified in 
leaving their families to starve in order 
| that they may attend trainings. If the 
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Government would give married militia- 
men an adequate separation allowance 
during thetraining,they wouldgreatly add 
to the strength of the Militia by making 
matrimony and the Militia compatible. 
The Militia have always been dwellers in 
tents, and apparently they are to continue 


without any adequate barrack accommo- | 


dation. Nothing is said as to the clothing 
and equipment of the Militia, yet both 
are in urgent need of improvement. 
More is to be required from the officers, 
but, unlike the Volunteer officers, Militia 
officers are not to receive extra pay for 
extra duty. I would ask the noble Lord 
the Under Secretary of State if any effort 
will be made to remedy the scarcity of 
officers in the Militia, and if he is of 
opinion that the prospect of extra duty 
without any corresponding addition to 
pay and advantages is calculated to 
attract officers to the force. Many officers 
and men who have joined the Militia 
have lately found themselves at a con- 
siderable disadvantage by having done so. 
Militia officers in South Africa found 


themselves superseded in rank by officers | 


of Yeomanry and Volunteers on whom 
Army rank was promptly bestowed. 
The Militia, which is the oldest force 
in the land, is always relegated to the 
position of maid of all work. Many 
Militia subalterns, by being absent on 


active service in South Africa, have | 


missed two or three examinations for 
Militia officers for commissions in the 
Army. I know that very many com- 


missions have been given to Militia officers 


on the recommendations of the Com- 
manders-in-Chief in South Africa, but 
this intensifies the soreness amongst those 
who have not had the luck to be recom- 
mended. I should like to ask the Under 
Secretary if he can make some promise 
of considering the claims not of a selected 
few, but of all duly qualified Militia 
subalterns, for commissions in the Army. 
who, from having been on active service, 
have missed the chance of attending the 
examinations in England. 

Then as to the men. Militiamen 
have been offered 1s. 6d. a day to join 
the mounted infantry, whereas civilians 
are given 5s. Thusa man who has served 
several trainings and has just done a 
whole vear or more of embodied service, 
and is a trained soldier, gets 1s. 6d. per 
diem because he belongs to the Militia, 
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| whereas if he had done no military 
training at all he could earn 5s. per diem. 
I am not very hopeful of the future of 
the Militia. The Militia has always been 
used as the milch cow of the Line. It has 
had for many vears to bear the crushing 
competition of the Volunteers, and now, 
}in addition, of the Yeomanry. The 
' Volunteers are a much more popular 
force. The Militia appeals far less to the 
public attention. For instance, there are 
| now thirty battalions of Militia in South 
| Africa, but we hear very little about them. 
| They are not mentioned in despatches. 
The Volunteers leave amidst a flourish of 
| trumpets, and their smallest doings are 
ichronicled at the fullest length. They 
return and receive medals. The Militia 
go abroad in silence and nothing more 
is heard about them. Unless the position 
of the Militia force is completely re- 
considered, I, for one, do not consider 
myself justified in persuading either 
officers or men to join that force, because 
I often find I have done good fellows 
an ill-turn by inducing them to belong to 
the Militia instead of the more favoured 
Volunteers and Yeomanry. The Militia 
has been a plant of very hardy growth; 
moreover it has been rooted in our soil 
for several hundred years, but I am not 
prepared to say that it will long survive 
the competition, cold water, and cutting 
with which the present War Office Ad- 
ministration are about to treat it. The 
reform, then, for the Militia is the reduc- 
tion of the permanent establishment by 
50,000 men. For the Regular Army 
absolutely nothing is going to be done 
beyond the paltry provision of cubicles 
and some lessening of fatigue work and 
guard duties-—-measures too trifling for 
serious mention. 











My Lords, in new schemes we look for 
| new departures. Well, we have a start- 
| ling departure here. In the Army 
scheme the Volunteers and the Yeomanry 
| have the first place, the Regular Army 
}and Militia the second. In reference to 
| the Volunteers, I have but one proposal 
| to make and that is that the force should 
as soon as possible be restored to its 
‘original foundation. The evolution of 
| the Volunteers has resulted in a corps, 
| who, as auxiliaries to the Regular Army, 
| once made a free gift of personal service to 
| the nation, becoming a paid military 
| force entrusted with the main portion of 
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home defence. That is the position now 


Army 


assigned for the first time to the Volun- | 
teer force by the Government. The, 


Volunteers are now a State-paid force. 
Yet are they independent of the control 
of the War Office? They are Volunteers 
in this sense, that they come out for the 
service of the country or stay at home on 
account of their own affairs as they please. 
[t appears to me that to spend the money 
of the taxpayer upon a force which is 
independent of the War Office is unjusti- 
fiable. At least, it should be very clearly 
explained to the country that although 
they pay the Volunteer it is the Volun- 
teer, not the Secretary of State, who 
calls the tune. The Secretary of State 
may call——he did call--for twenty-eight 
days continuous service. The Volun- 
teers may answer--they did answer— 
‘“ fourteen days are enough,” and tothe 
fourteen days the Government agreed. 
It is instructive to note the value which 
the mass of the Volunteer force was to 
the country last year. The expenditure 
of large sums of public money upon the 
Volunteers was always justified by the 
supposition that they would take the 
place of the Regular Army, when that 
Army had been summoned abroad. 
Last year the trial came. Not only had 
the whole of the Regular Army been sent 
abroad, but also a great part of the 
Militia. Moreover, there were circum- 
stances which made some hostile attempt 
upon Great Britain to be by no means so 
absolutely impossible as we should at all 
times desire it to be. Under these cir- 
cumstances the Secretary of State called 
on the Volunteers for twenty-eight 
days training, a proposal promptly 
negatived by all those connected with 
the force. It was said to be impossible 
ror the men to come out for so long, and 
that. if twenty-eight days were insisted 
upon, the whole Volunteer force would 
melt away. 
military advisers did not put any pressure 
upon the Volunteers. They at once, and 
most wisely, recognised the impossibility 
of dealing with them. They set to work 
to find some other force hitherto un- 
thought of to undertake the duty which 
imagination had always assigned to the 
Volunteers. That force was discovered 
in the Royal Reserve Battalions. These 
battalions sprang into existence on an 
appeal from a beloved Sovereign to her 
old soldiers. 


The Duke of Bedford. 


{LORDS} 


The Government and their | 


But the inference is clear. | 
| 
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|The Government and their military 
advisers did not trust the Volunteers, 
and that the country was of the same 
opinion is proved by the feeling of relief 
which attended the prompt appearance 
of the Royal Reserve Battalions. And 
_yet with that experience only a year old, 
it is not the Regular Army and the 
Militia but the Volunteers which form 
_ the backbone of the new Army scheme-~ 
the Volunteers, who, when the country 
was in a tight place--and the country 
was in a tight place this time last year— 
could only give fourteen days of con- 
secutive service to the nation with plenty 
of pay and allowances to help them ; the 
Volunteers, whose place in the scheme 
of national defence had to be supple- 
mented by the Royal Reserve Battalions 
raised in panic and at a cost of many 
millions to the country. 


Organisation. 


The absurdly exaggerated importance 
attached to the Volunteers in the pro- 
posals of the Government is in some 
measure due to the services of individual 
members of that force in South Africa. 
Now, the performance of some ten per 
cent. of the Volunteer force in South 
Africa is no criterion of the value of the 
mass of the Volunteer force for active 
service. No complete Volunteer bat- 
talion, as such, went abroad under its own 
officers. A few of the very best men, 
carefully selected from different regi- 
ments, went to South Africa, where, 
after months of useful training on lines 
of communication under Regular officers, 
they went into action and acquitted 
themselves with credit. They have 
served their country well and deserve all 
praise. It is due to them to know the 
number of British Volunteers killed in 
action, and what percentage that num- 
ber is of the whole Volunteer force sent 
to South Africa. But I cannot agree 
with the Government that, because 
these picked men, after months of pre- 
paratory field training, have done well 
in action, therefore whole Volunteer 
battalions and Volunteer batteries are 
fit to be put in line to-morrow with 
Regu ar troops. Such a conclusion is, 
‘I submit, unwarrantable and fraught 
with danger. The reconstruction of our 
‘various military forces is badly needed ; 
but, when we come to reconstruction, we 
‘find ourselves faced by the difficulty 
| which beset in days of old the Prophet 
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Nehemiah—* There is much rubbish, 
so that we are not able to build the wall.” 
There is much rubbish in the Army, 
rubbish in the Militia, and an enormous 
amount of rubbish in the Volunteers. 
For instance, last year the noble Marquess 
who was then Secretary of State for War, 
in answer to an inquiry by me, stated 
that there were 92,000 men of the 
Regular Army at home, the reason being 
that they were too young to go abroad. 


Army 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (the Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE) : No. 


*THe Duke or BEDFORD: The 
official explanation is that these boys, 
although too young for foreign service, 
are infant prodigies for home defence. 
I do not deny that many of these boys 
will grow up and go to war if the war 
lasts long enough, and I believe that 
many of these 92,000 have been sent 
abroad. Your Lordships must also re- 
member that when a lad is put back 
in June as too young for foreign service, 
but is sent abroad on the Ist July, it 
is not because in one month he has grown 
from boy to man, but because, as the 
urgency for drafts increases, their quality 
diminishes. However, at this time last 
year we had 92,000 so-called soldiers, 
who for purposes of the Regular Army 
and foreign service were rubbish. 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: If 
the noble Duke will refer to the report 
of what fell from me last year, he will 
see that I said that those 92,000 men 
could not be depended upon for service 
abroad, not because they were all of them 
too young, but because they were what 
are known as “ details,” and without 
the organisation fitting them to take 
their place in the field. 


*THeE Duke OF BEDFORD: In the 
Militia matters are even worse in this 
way. It was never contemplated that 
the Militia should proceed wholesale 
on active service abroad, and therefore 
no regulation as to the age for foreign 
service existed in the Militia. The War 
Office, finding that they had not tied 
their own hands in the matter of age, 
sent any boys who were accepted for the 
Militia abroad, in many cases without 
even having fired a recruit’s course of 
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musketry. Stunted, ill-grown boys of 
sixteen and often fifteen years of age, 
who have enlisted because, in civil life, 
they are incapable of earning a full 
day’s wages, who have never had a 
rifle in their hand, and possess no physical 
stamina for the hard work of a campaign, 
are, for the purposes of active service, 
nothing else but rubbish. But they 
cost the country just as much to send 
abroad and to maintain in hospital 
as good sound material. In the Volun- 
teers the amount of rubbish is enormous 
and unknown; but the time has come 
when its extent must be known. The 
Volunteers have now altered the condi- 
tions of their service. They are a State- 
paid military force, and the taxpayer 
has a right to know the quality of the 
article for which he is called upon to pay. 
It is ill manners to look a gift horse in 
the mouth, but when there is no question 
of gift, but of millions of money, then 
the country has a full right to call in the 
Army surgeon and be advised as to 
the quality of the material for which it 
has to pay. There was no medical 
examination of any kind for the Volun- 
teers prior to 1896. Many thousands 
of Volunteers now serving have not been 
medically examined at all. Unfortu- 
nately the capitation grant must tend 
to the acceptance of recruits not up to 
standard, for the financial condition 
of a Volunteer regiment depends upen 
quantity not quality. I would ask the 
noble Lord the Under Secretary of State 
if he would cause the whole Volunteer 
force to be medically examined, and a 
Return made of all boys under twenty 
and of all men unfit for home service. A 
coliection of rubbish is at no time profit 
able, but when that rubbish costs a: 
much as good sound material then the 
case is indeed extreme. I see no sign 
in the Government proposals of recog- 
nising the existence of this rubbish, 
much less of getting rid of it. In addition 
to all this rubbish there is yet another 
cause which prevents the solid building 
up of our wall of military forces. The 
Army and the Militia have worked 
together from the times of the great 
Then chance, and chance 
alone, added two more Auxiliary forces 
to our military system. The Volunteers 
and Yeomanry are not the result of a 
carefully considered scheme of defence, 
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but the offspring of chance circumstances. | by the Government of the secret hostility 


They are there, and therefore must be 


of some apparently friendly Power, 


accepted as part of the material for} would turn out to a man for any period. 


building our wall of defence. 
the proposal to build three army corps 
from four different kinds of material— 


the Army, Militia, Volunteers, and 
Yeomanry, each containing a good | 


proportion of rubbish. The result must 
rubbish. 
I do not desire to detain your Lordships 


have no chance of adoption. On the 
other hand, I do not wish to appear 
only as a destructive critic of the Govern- 
ment proposals. I therefore sketch, 
in the barest possible outline, a plan 
which seems to me to make sounder 
and more economical provision for home 
defence. It is the conversion of the 
Militia into a Militia Field Army, with 
the Yeomanry as its mounted infantry. 


ly 


. | with the necessity 
be, as I think, lath, plaster, and much | y 


‘ 3 , P® | inspire. 
by discussing alternative schemes which | 


Hence | | But no Government can take the whole 


Volunteer force into its confidence upon 
such matters 

A Militia Field Army would take the 
place of the Volunteers, and dispense 
for raising Royal 
Reserve Battalions to give that confi- 
dence which the Volunteers failed to 
One more point. The absence 
of the whole regular Army implies times 


of stress and strain and great popular 


| excitement. 


This force would be capable of meeting | 


the only form of invasion which, in our 
insular position, we have reason to fear. 
That invasion would be a raid by an 
enemy, who is prepared to be cut off by | 


sea from his base, and who is equally | 


prepared to leave the raiding party 
prisoners in this country ; but who 
means to open hostilities by a secret 
and sudden blow landed home on the 
heart of our Empire. The number of 
such a force must be limited by the 
difficulties of transport, but it is sure 
to be a most carefully-selected force. 
Every detail will have been thought out. 
The place of disembarkation, the route 
to the objective, the possible battlefields, 
all would be well known to the leaders 
by previous survey on the spot. In 
time of peace, when the Regular Army 
is at home, they should be able to deal 
with any such raid. In time of war. 
as the Regular Army proceeds abroad, 
the Militia Field Army would be per- 
manently embodied in its place. The 
objective of the raid would have been 
gained, or the raid would have failed, 
all within forty-eight hours, long before 
any Volunteers could be mobilised to 
meet it. A raid of the character I refer 
to is almost certain, by some unforeseen 
accident, to precede the declaration of 
The only chance of success depends 
am con- 
if warned 


war. 
on the antecedent secrecy. I 
fident that the Volunteers, 
The Duke of Bedford. 





During such a moment 
it might be necessary to use some military 
force in aid of the civil power. It would 
be possible to use a permanently em- 
bodied Militia for that most difficult duty. 
To attempt to use the Volunteers for 
that purpose would be criminal folly. 
The strength of the Militia Field Army 
would be determined, I presume, by the 


Committee of National Defence. The 
recruiting area for the Militia Field 


Army should correspend to a_ local 
Government area. In the country, 
county councils and the lord-lieutenant, 
in towns, the borough councils and the 
mayors, acting in every case within the 


regimental district. According to the 
number of the population a certain 


number of men would be required from 


each district for the Militia Battalions 
belonging to that district. If that 


number were not forthcoming, the dis- 
trict should be fined for each man defi- 
cient, with a special rate of fine for lord- 
lieutenants. Thus no district would 
escape its share of national defence. 
The moment negligence in recruiting 
touches the pocket of the local rate- 
payers no means will be spared to pro- 
duce the recruits necessary. The whole 
district would try to make service in the 
Militia easy instead of difficult. The 
conversion of the Militia into a field army 
with the Yeomanry for mounted in- 
fantry, and the reversion of the Volun- 
teers to their original foundation of an 
unpaid force, with libe tty to do whatever 
they liked, is the only way I can see of 
getting rid of the heterogeneous mass of 
troops now paraded on paper for home 
defence, who will be each year a heavier 
tax on the military budget, and the 
greater part of whom are not under the 
control of the War Office. 
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There is no reconstruction amongst | forces, each with a different standard of 
the Government proposals, the four training, discipline, and efficiency, are 
separate forces—Army, Militia, Volun- sent toa place where there is no trainirg 
teers, and Yeomanry—remaining the ground for twelve working days, and we 
same, except that the Yeomanry are to | are expected to reverence the result as a 
be called “ Imperial,” and have their trained army corps which has found 
numbers augmented. The reorganisa- salvation by decentralisation from Pall 
tion consisted, as we were told in the, Mall. 
first instance, of six army corps under | If, my Lords, these army corps for 
six generals. It now consists of six home defence are not the strong point 
bodies of troops provided for six generals of the Government programme, they are 
on their return from South Africa. It not the weakest. The weakest point by 
was of course obvious from the first that far is the proposal to garrison South 
the army corps principle was not adapted Africa with twelve infantry battalions. 
to the exigencies of this country. The Until twelve battalions are sufficient 
essence of that principle is that a certain garrison for South Africa, the whole 
body of troops are always trained and Government scheme is out of gear. I 
commended by a certain body of officers, have already urged in this House that in 
the only change being the arrival of re- the circumstances which now exist, and 
cruits. In our Army, owing to con- jin all probability will exist for some 
stant change of quarters and foreign years to come, South Africa ought to be 
service, it is impossible to keep the same one of the real centres of our military 
staff and the same troops together. As system. It is the central meeting place 
an illustration, we will say the Com-. of our Empire, the best available training 
mander-in-Chief inspects the army corps ground for an Imperial army, and the 
at York, and has reason to find fault pivot on which should hinge any large 
with some brigade. He summons the and comprehensive scheme for Imperial 
brigadier and tells him, ‘ Your brigade | defence. I recognise that Imperial 
is the worst I have ever seen.” The defence cannot be organised till our 
brigadier answers: “I quite agree; it military system has been itself re- 
is the worst that I have ever seen; but organised. But I trust that that pro- 
allow me to tell you that I never saw the blem has not been lost sight of. If it 
brigade till last week. One regiment has been lost sight of and nothing is 
came from Ireland, a second from Alder- done, a really great opportunity will be 
shot, and a third from abroad, all within most miserably missed. | Meanwhile, 
the last few days.” No doubt the pro- without recruits we can have no army. 
vision of these six bodies of troops will be Without recruits proposals and counter- 
acceptable to the six generals. But proposals for army re-organisation are 
whether you call them army corps or any- mere waste of time. The Government 
thing else, they require a training ground. are silent on the great difficulty of the 
I note that Colchester is to be the head- situation how to maintain the establish- 
quarters of the Sixth Army Corps ; but ment of the Army. I therefore beg to 
at Colchester there are not 200 acres move the motion standing in my name. 
available for the purposes of tactical 
instruction. Is the army corps stationed — Moved, to resolve, That, in the opinion 
at Colchester to have no training ground, of this House, the terms now offered to 
or is one to be provided at an enormous recruits are not sufficient to fulfil the 
outlay ? Not only is a training ground requirements involved in the proposals 
requisite, but a certain period of time! for the reorganisation of the Military 
for training. This period is limited as Forces.—(The Duke of Bedford.) 
far as three army corps are concerned to ee Tae 
thirteen days, for that is the extent of *Lorp HALIBURTON: My Lords, | 
time given by the Volunteers, who are to | desire to address a few words to your 
be the backbone of these three home! Lordships on the question of the terms 
army corps. Out of thirteen days one offered to recruits. Some few years 
must be a Sunday, so we are reduced to ago I served on a Committee, under the 
twelve working days. We may, there- noble Lord whose loss recently we all 
fore, sum up the Colchester army corps deplore, on this very question, and we 
as ¢follows:—Four separate sorts of | took a mass of evidence, which is still 
3 F 2 
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available. The question is—how does 
the pay which is given to our soldiers 
compare with that of the unskilled 
labourer? ‘The soldier, after he has 
paid all the numerous stoppages to 
which the noble Duke has referred, has, 
at the end of the week, without counting 
his good-conduct pay or his deferred pay, 
5s. 10d. to devote to his own pleasure. 
It is said that we ought to increase the 
pay of the soldier after prolonged 
service. That already is done in the case 
of the good soldier. The good soldier at 
the end of two years gets an additional 
twopence a day good conduct pay, at 
the end of another period he gets 
a further twopence a day, and subse- 
quently sixpence. Therefore the ordi- 
nary soldier receives a pay which is con- 
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siderably above that of the ordinary | 


labourer in the country, and it must be 
remembered that the soldier gets his pay 
every day he is in the Army, whether he 
is sick or well, whether it is wet or dry. 
It has been calculated in a Return issued 
by the Board of Trade that the nominal 
pay of the labouring classes must be 
reduced by sixteen per cent. on account 
of the number of days they are out of 
work apart from the days when they are 
sick. There is no doubt that it would be 
a very foolish thing to try to buy a penny 
bun for a halfpenny, but it would be 
more foolish to go into the market and 
insist upon giving twopence for a penny 
bun with the idea that you were going 
to get a better or a different article. 
The proper rate of pay is a question 
for detailed inquiry, and it was ex- 


haustively inquired into ten years) 
ago. There may have been changes 


in the rate of wages since then, but 
I believe that at the present moment 
we pay the soldier as much as he is en- 
titled to, and that any addition to that 
pay would not bring us better or different 
men. 
who gave evidence before the Com- 
mittee, told us that he had been a boot- 
finisher, and had received as much as 
30s. a week. He thought that if he 
could get continuous employment in the 
Army he would be much better off, but 
when he enlisted and found that he only 
received eightpence a day clear, he was 
very much disappointed. When he was 
asked if he would like to have his dis- 
charge he replied in the negative, 


Lord Haliburton. 


A private soldier, named Spratt, | 
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said he thought that would require some 


Organisation. 


consideration, and he expressed the 
opinion that if the men got their 
full rations free and one shilling a 
day clear, their principal grievance 
would be gone. Since then the 
Government have | given additional 
allowances, and the soldier now prace 


tically gets a shilling a day clear. 
Of course he has to pay for his hair- 
cutting—I presume everyone who has 
hair has to do the same—but that is 
scarcely a hardship ; and he also has to 
subscribe to his cricket and other clubs, 
The question is whether we should get 
more men or different men if we paid 
more money, and on that point I took 
down a few extracts from the evidence 
of a recruiting officer who had the longest 
experience in London on this subject. 
He said— 


** With the increase in the number of recruits 
of recent years I find no deterioration in 
quality. The cause and motive for enlistment 
are unaltered. I do not think comparatively 
that there is any difference between the recruits 
of the present day and those of 1865. The great 
bulk of the recruits required for the Army are 
from eighteen to twenty years of age. I doubt 
whether any change in the inducements held 
out is desirable. It would not be 
desirable to hold out any large monetary in- 
ducements for the purpose of getting men over 
twenty. You would frequently get very un- 
desirable men. Any gain to be secured in 
physical development would be more than 
counterbalanced by deteriorated moral adapt- 
ability. Under twenty both body and mind are 
flexible and amenable to the good influences 
of military drill and discipline ; over twenty, re- 
cruits are now drawn from the strata of poor 
workmen, <issipated idlers, and rolling stones. 
It would not be desirable to hold out any large 
monetary inducements for the purpose of 
getting men over twenty; if you dip into 
that stratum you would frequently get very 
undesirable men.” 


His Royal Highness the Duke of Cam- 
bridge, who was then Commander-in- 
Chief, said— 


“When you take men on enlistment you 
must take them when you can catch them, and 
when they have nothing special to do. It is 
only boys from sixteen to twenty who have no 
special occupation. A man who enlists after 
twenty is not so good in the long run as the 
boy. I wouldinfinitely prefer the boy although 
he is less fit immediately for hard work. 

I do not think it would be wise to add to the 
soldier’s pay. It would be a doubtful benefit, 
and it is better to avoid it if we can.’” 


A military Committee, presided over by 


and | Lord Airey, recommended that if in- 
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creased pay were given it should be in 
the shape of deferred pay. Soldiers have 
plenty of money for their personal wants 


and amusements while serving, and any | 
increase would only be squandered, but, | 
if given on their discharge, the money , 


might be of service in assisting them to 
start in some civil employment. 

Do we want to enlist men or boys ? 
The opinion of most soldiers is that the 
younger we can get the recruit the better. 
It is impossible to get young recruits and 
not to have a certain number of men who 
are too young to go abroad on enlistment. 
I think the noble Duke exaggerated the 
ease when he said there were 
men who were too young to go abroad, 
because that number represents more 
than three years’ recruits. They could 
not all have been unable to go abroad. 
They grow into good soldiers, and in 
due time they go abroad. 
value of our Reserve force has not fully 
been appreciated until now. I cannot 
say where we should have been if we 
had not had that Reserve to reinforce 
our Army by 80,000 first-rate fighting 
men, but I am perfectly certain where 
we should not have been—we should not 
have been in South Africa. These men 
are not the Reserve in the ordinary 
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90,000 | 


I think the, 


sense of the word, merely meant to | 


replace casualties. They are part of 
our first line, but they are on furlough. 
It is a great mistake to 
man being discharged to the Reserve. 
He is only transferred, and is ready 
at a moment's notice to come back. If 
you want to have a second Reserve you 
must have a further increase in the 
Army. 
such a very large Army necessary, and 
I do not know that we do now. I do 
not think we can base our 
military requirements on the abnormal 
condition of affairs in South Africa. 
to the resolution of the noble Duke, I 


believe that the inducements that are | 


offered get us the best material for our 
purpose that the country can produce, 
and that we get it in sufficient quantity 
to meet our requirements. 


*Viscount FRANKFORT DE MONT- 
MORENCY : My Lords, I think, as an 
old soldier, that I should take some part 
in this debate, but I candidly confess that 
I do so with some reluctance, as I know 


talk of a} 


Heretofore we have not thought | 


future | 


As | 
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| that recruiting for the Regular service is a 
most delicate and difficult subject, and 
requires greater consideration than | 
have been able to give it. I am inclined 
not to act in a hurry, but to move steadily 
and see what check recruiting receives 
after the war, and how the various im- 
provements in regard to barracks and 
other matters which have been suggested 
will affect recruiting. We are told that 
by raising the pay we shall fill the ranks 
at once with older and better men. From 
what I learned while commanding a 
regimental district, I have very grave 
doubts about that. I am afraid you 
would not get any more men, at any rate 
but very few. Those who favour an in- 
crease of pay do not take into considera- 
tion the fact that by the time a man 
reaches the age of twenty-one or twenty- 
two he had already been five or six years 
in civil employment, and if he is worth 
anything he has an assured future in 
civil life and a value in the labour 
market. Therefore it seems to me un- 
likely in the highest degree that any 
increase of pay would attract men of this 
class to join the Army and give up the 
comparative freedom of civil life for the 
restrictions of military life in barracks. 
Undoubtedly we should get the failures 
in civil life—the loafers and those men 
who either cannot or will not work. 
But, my Lords, we can get those now, 
and any officer commanding a depot 
will tell you what a trouble such men 
are. To make good, useful and efficient 
soldiers men must be enlisted young. 
I am of opinion that the present rate of 
pay is sufficient for lads of seventeen or 
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eighteen. The Army might be made 
more attractive in other ways, but 


instead of pay being increased, the pen- 
sions of men who have made soldiering 
their profession should be increased. 


*THe Earn or DUNRAVEN: My 
Lords, I should like to say a few words 
‘in support of the motion of my noble 
‘friend, but, in doing so, I shall not 
‘attempt to criticise in any detail the 
scheme of the Government. The scheme 
is an ingenious one, and contains many 
exceedingly good proposals, but it ap- 
pears to me to be stultified by the essential 
defect that it can never become anything 
‘more than a scheme. A plan or a 
' scheme it is, and a plan or a scheme it 








1375 


will always continue to be. 


Army 


{LORDS} 


I do not | Yeomanry who will be considered fit 
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mean to say that there will be any great | to be so brigaded will in the case of an 
/emergency be expected to volunteer for 


difficulty in providing the home Army 
which is contemplated. You have the 


Volunteers ; you will get the Yeomanry ; | 
and the Militia can be brought up to, 
its establishment by and through the | 


ballot. 


I doubt if it can be done with- | 


out the ballot being put in force. If you 
do succeed without it, it will be at the) 


expense of the Regular Army, for a large | 


proportion of the men you would induce 
to join the Militia would be men who 
would otherwise have gone into 
Army. You will be in the position of 
the gentleman who, finding his blanket 
was too short to cover him, cut a piece 


off the top and tacked it on to the bottom. | 


I feel convinced that if the matter was 
put to the country there would be no 
objection to the ballot being used for 
the Militia. So far as the home Army is 
concerned, Iam of opinion therefore that 
no difficulty need arise ; but the case of 
the Imperial forces is very different. 1 
do not see how it is possible for His 
Majesty's Government to imagine that 
they will be able to find men enough 
to bring the proposed six army corps up 


to their full establishment, taking into | 


view the enormous efflux of men from 


the colours that must take place when | 


the war comes to an end, as well as the 
fact that there is no force whatever at 
the back of the Regular Army from 
which to fill the ranks. It is perfectly 
true that vou are going to create an 
Imperial Yeomanry, but the word 
“Imperial ”’ is merely a term. There 
will be nothing whatever Imperial about 
them, except the name; they will be a 
force raised for home defence purely 
and solely. I see no objection to using 
the term ‘ Imperial,” which has become 
honourable and creditable from the 
excellent service performed in the field 
by the Imperial Yeomanry and the 
various contingents from the great 
colonies, but the country should not be 
led to imagine that because they are 
to be called Imperial Yeomanry they are 
Imperial forces. That is a delusion. 

It is impossible not to believe that one 
of the objects of dividing the Militia 
and Volunteers into two classes—one 
class which is and the other class which 
is not fit to be brigaded with the Regular 
troops—is that the Volunteers 


The Earl of Dunraven. 


and | 


the | 


foreign service. I think that would 
place the men in a very painful and 
disagreeable position. I cannot imagine 
any more painful dilemma than for an 
individual, a company, or a section to 
be placed in the position of either having 
to refuse to volunteer for active service 
practically in the face of the enemy, 
or to volunteer and ruin their prospects 
in life. I think it would have been 
better if His Majesty‘s Government had 
come straight to the point and had said 
that one of the lessons learned from the 


'war was the great value the Auxiliary 


forces could be in the field, and that 
they wanted to create a permanent 
force of Imperial Yeomanry, the terms 
of whose enlistment should be that on 
an emergency they could be called 
upon to serve abroad, but who otherwise 
should be looked upon as _ ordinary 
Yeomen and Volunteers. I quite admit 
that differentiation should take place 
in the Yeomanry and Volunteers, but 
I object to the method of differentiation. 
I think it would have been better if 
the Government plan had been that 
certain battalions who were prepared to 
serve abroad in an emergency, and who 
had brought themselves up to a high 
pitch of efficiency, should be brigaded 
in the three army corps with the Regular 
troops. I feel confident that, if that 
course had been adopted, you would 
have attracted a very superior class of 
men into the Yeomanry. I believe there 
are men of independent or nearly inde- 
pendent means in this country and in 
the great colonies who would never join 
the Army as a profession because of the 
drudgery involved, and would who not 


‘care to give up their leisure time to 


make themselves very efficient in a 
corps in which they could not expect 


'to see active service, except in the pro- 


blematical case of an invasion, but whe 
would give up their time to make them- 
selves efficient if there was a chance of 
seeing active service when the country 
became involved in a great war. 

How does the Government expect to 
find the men who will be necessary to 
bring the new army corps up to their 
proper establishment ? I believe I am 
right in saying that in ordinary years 
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| fit about 16,000 men pass from the colours | characters for colonels of regiments to 
f an to the Reserve, and about 14,000 from | discharge them—and 1,756 disappeared 
for the Reserve into civil life. None of those | for no cause stated. As a matter of fact, 
ould. men have joined or left the Reserve it is safe to say that of the men recruited 
and during the past two years. There is, we lose about half in two years. I do 
gine therefore, two years’ accumulation of not know exactly what the soldier costs 
"an men who, the moment the war is over, |the country, but it is obvious that the 
1 to will leave the colours. How are you) waste of money involved must be some- 
ying going to supply the places of these men ?' thing enormous. And what happened 
vice Moreover, the Secretary of State for War, on mobilisation? Why the Reservists 
my, has told us that he requires 10,000 men had not only to bring their units up to 
ects annually in excess of the normal number war strength, which is, of course, their 
een of recruits at present obtained. I think proper function, but had also to fill the 
had I am not wrong in stating that we are places of no less than 37} per cent. of 
said short in India at the present moment of the men with the colours put back as 
the 11,000 men, and I do not think I shall be unfit for active service, and these men 
ary exaggerating if I say that we are short | are returned as on the effective strength. 
hat in other garrisons by something like That is not the proper function of a 
ent 5,000 men. ‘To all those figures must be reserve. Recruiting varies very little 
rms added the wastage of war, and I shall from year to year in normal times. It 
on put that at the moderate figure of rose under the stimulus of war fever ; 
lled 20,000, excluding Reservists. Ifthe war but it is returning to normal, and will 
vise ends to-morrow there will be a depletion certainly sink below normay under 
ary in the Army of 107,000 men. I would natural reaction from the excitement 
mit ask the Under Secretary whether he of war. These figures seem to me 
ace seriously thinks that such a deficiency to point very plainly to the fact that 
but can be made up in a reasonable time by the Army does not attract men up to 
on. giving the men cubicles and the other anything like the physical and moral 
if inducements contained in the scheme. average of the nation; that our system 
hat I confess that I think the state of recruit- of accepting almost anything that offers 
| to ing is anything but satisfactory. The is wasteful in the extreme; and that the 
yho noble Duke read an extract from the stratum of society from which recruits are 
igh Inspector General’s report, in which drawn is small and inelastic. ] am proud 
Jed it is stated that in 1900 the number of to admit that the men who remain are 
lar recruits were some 400 less than in the undoubtedly unequalled as soldiers, but to 
hat previous year. That in itself is not a obtain them there is an enormous expen- 
uld very hopeful sign, and I ask your Lord- diture of money. It is idle to expect that 
of ships to consider the quality of the when the waris over the number of men 
ere recruits. The standard of height has required for the scheme will be obtained 
de- been considerably reduced. For personal unless inducements are offered which will 
in reasons I do not wish to decry the value appeal to a wider strata of society than 
oi of small men, but 5ft. 34in. is going that which now supplies recruits. I do 
the down very low indeed. It is very diffi-, not pretend to be able to say to what 
106 cult to get at facts, but going back to extent the pay would have to be increased. 
to 1899 I find that 13,788, or 34 per cent., My own impression is that it would not 
a of the enlistments were “specials.” require a very large increase of pay. 
ect Your Lordships know very well what If the suggestion of my noble friend the 
To- that means. Of those who presented noble Duke was adopted, and the men 
he themselves 320 per 1,000 were rejected really received their present nominal 
m- on medical examination, 15 per 1,000 pay, I have very little doubt that that 
of were invalided out of the Army at the | would be sufficient. My objection to the 
Ty first year, and 17 per 1,000 the second | proposals of the Government is that the 
year. Thirty-five per 1,000 purchased scheme will never be anything but a 

to their discharge in the first tw lvemonths, scheme—that it will come to nothing, 
to and 34 per 1,000 later on, and in 1899 and the danger I see is that the people 
eit we lost 2,482 men by desertion, 3,327 will think it is a reality and will rest 
1m were discharged as bad characters— satisfied that the Empire is safe, until 
rs and they must have been pretty bad they have an awakening of even a ruder 
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character, perhaps, than that which they 
have experienced during the past year 
and a half. 
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STATE ror WAR (Lord RaGian): My | 


Lords, I do not propose to follow the 
noble Duke who opened this debate 
into all the questions which he raised 
with regard to the pay of the soldier. 


Whether you make additions to it under | 


the messing allowance, or deductions 
under the head of stoppages, the pay 
of the soldier is the money which he 
actually receives. The main argument 
of the noble Duke is that unless increased 


pay is given to the soldier recruiting | 


must break down. But before I deal 
with that important question I desire, 
if your Lordships will permit me, to 
dispose of some minor points in the 
speech of the noble Duke. The noble 
Duke has conveyed—I have no doubt 
unintentionally—an erroneous impres- 
sion in speaking about the Government 
making money out of the men through 
the canteen. The noble Duke is as 
well aware as I am that the Govern- 


ment, gua Government, make absolutely | 


nothing out of the canteen, and have 
nothing whatever to do with it. The 
canteen is a co-operative society formed 
for the benefit of the men, through 
which they are enabled to obtain their 
beer and groceries at far cheaper rates 
than would be possible otherwise. The 
noble Duke said, at the commencement 
of his speech, that he would confine 
himself to the question of the infantry 
soldier of the Line, but I do not know 
any regulation under which infantry 
soldiers of the line have to buy harness 
composition, which he said was one of 
the items of expenditure. The noble 
Duke complained that there was no force 


ready for instant embarkation without | 
The pro- | 


falling back on the Reserve. 
vision of such a force is the most diffi- 
eult problem with which the military 
authorities have to deal. 


In the ease of | 


| years was 1,766. 
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as to enable them to weed out the unfits, 
such as recruits, before leaving on active 
service. The institution some few years 
ago of the special section of the Army 
Reserve was designed to meet that par- 
ticular want, and we have every reason 
to believe that the section will meet that 
want. As to the information the noble 
Duke desires with respect to the men 
who tried to desert in the first two 
years of their service, the number during 
the years 1894 to 1896 was 3,079; 
but 43 per cent. returned to the Army 
—that is to say, the men were appre- 
hended, or they voluntarily gave them- 
selves up. The number of men who 
were tried for desertion during the six 
I cannot say what 
proportion of the deserters were men 
under two years service, as years of 
service are not included in the informa- 
tion at my disposal. The noble Duke 
also said that marksmen were not paid. 
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|They are not actually paid, but they 


receive a gratuity, which comes to very 
much the same thing. With regard to 
barrack accommodation, I am glad to 
say that in the new buildings day 
rooms are provided in which the men 
mess, and | hope that this boon to the 
men will in time be provided in the 
old barracks also. Bathrooms are also 


| very much improved in the new pattern 


barracks. 

The noble Duke is, as I have also 
the honour to be, a commanding officer 
of a Militia regiment, and I am surprised 
that he should have blamed the Govern- 
ment for having carried out what is 
the wish of every single Militia ofticer I 
have met in doing away with the Militia 
Reserve. The noble Duke apprehends 
that at the end of the war the Army 
Reserve will promptly disappear. I do 
not know why the Reserve should 
disappear at the end of the war any 
more than at any other period. The 


/men who have finished their time in 
‘the Reserve will, of course, disappear, 


the infantry, in order to have certain | 


battalions ready to be embarked at a 
moment's notice, one of two things 


must be done—the present territorial | 


system must be abolished and _ special 
battalions enlisted for this instant em- 
barkation ; or certain 


battalions must) 


be increased to unwieldy dimensions, so | 


The Earl of Dunraven. 


but the men who have still their time 
to serve in the Reserve will be trans- 
ferred to it. There is, therefore, no 
reason why they should disappear at 
the end of the war; in fact, I should 
have thought that at the beginning of 
the war was the period when they 
would be most likely to disappear. With 
regard to the question of separation 
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allowances, to which the noble Duke 
referred, I may point out that since 
the commencement of the war these 
allowances to the wives of mobilised 
Reservists have been increased, and are 
now Is. ld. a day, with an addition 
of twopence for each child. I do not say 
that is a princely fortune, but it is such 
an allowance as we imagine will enable 
the wife to keep the home together 
during the absence of the bread-winner. 
There is no intention, as the noble Duke 
seems to imagine, to reduce the estab- 
lishment of the active Militia, as con- 
trasted with the new Militia Reserve. 
I do not know where he got that idea 
from, because nothing has been said in 
either House of Parliament as to any 
such intention. With regard to the 
Militia Reserve, which he says is pro- 
blematical, I am not in a position to 
state how many years it will take to fill up 
that Reserve ; but I do not doubt that, 
with the attractions which the Militia 
Reserve will offer, a considerable number 
of men will be obtained. As a Militia 
commanding officer, I look forward with 
very great pleasure to the Militia Reserve 
as a means of strengthening my regiment 
in the event of embodiment. As regards 
the Yeomanry and Volunteers, of course 
our scheme is to raise the standard of 
training. As the noble Duke rightly 
said, the Volunteer force was for the 
first time in 1896 subjected to medical 
examination, and it is of course quite 
possible that there remain serving in 
the Volunteers some of those who joined 
before that year, who are not physically 
fit for hard work, but I very much 
question whether there is a large number. 
I regret I have not the data with which 
to answer the question of the noble 
Duke. As to medically examining the 
Volunteers by Army medical officers, 
with the pressure which this war has 
occasioned I am afraid it would be 
impossible at this moment to comply 
with that request. As to the question 
of the employment of old soldiers in 
Government offices, I can only speak 
for the Office which I represent. The 
War Office are doing their best to employ 
as many old soldiers as possible in the 
capacity of messengers and clerks, and 
we are also endeavouring to induce 
other Government offices, over which, 
I regret to say, we have no control in | 
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this matter, to do the same. A large 
number of old soldiers have been em- 
ployed in the Metropolitan Police with, 
I believe, most successful results. 

The noble Duke asks for information 
regarding the men retained in the Army 
whose term of service is now overdue. 
[I am afraid I am not in a position to give 
your Lordships absolutely accurate 
figures, but, roughly speaking, there 
are between 8,000 and 9,000 men who 
are over twelve years and in their 
thirteenth year of service ; about 4,000 
to 5,000 men of section D of the Army 
Reserve ; about 1,000 long-service men 
who are in their twenty-second year of 


_service ; and there are also about 40,000 


men who are due for transfer to the 
Army Reserve ; and, besides, there are 
the mobilised Reservists now serving 
with the colours, who amount altogether 
to 66,000 men. In these 66,000 men, 
however, are included the Keservists 
who are in their thirteenth yearof service, 
and the section D Reservists who are in 
their seventeenth year of service. I am 
not able to differentiate between the 
men who are mobilised Reservists and 
men who have been serving all the time 
with the colours. I find that for the 
years 1886 to 1890 the average annual 
number of 29,732 recruits was enlisted, 
and the transfers to the Reserve eight 
years later were annually 15,542, but, 
besides those, there were about 3,500 
men who re-engaged and continued 
their service up to twelve years, so that, 
as a matter of fact, the net loss during 
colour service was 10,690, or between 
35 and 36 per cent., during the seven or 
eight years they served with the colours. 
The noble Duke asked a question as to 
separation allowances for married Militia- 
men. No doubt separation allowances 
would be a great boon and would en- 
courage men to serve on in the Militia, 
but we have this year largely increased 
the bounties which we offer to Militiamen 
and increased the pay to the non-com- 
missioned officers, and we believe that 
those additional advantages will be of 
the utmost benefit, and will encourage 
recruiting in that force. The fact that 
Militiamen will receive a £3 bounty at 
periods of two months, and in sums of 
£1 during the winter at the time when 
the larger number of men are outof work, 
will, we think, be a very great boon to 
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the men, and will have this additional | 
advantage, that it will enable us to keep | 
in touch with the men. The disadvan- 
tage in the Militia to my mind has always 
been that for eleven months in the year 
we hear nothing whatever of the men. 
The system of paying bounties during 
the non-training period is a most success- 
ful way of killing two birds with one 
stone ; it gives the man money at the 
time he most wants it, and enables the 
War Office to keep in touch with him. 
The question of training officers of the 
Reserve forces is a most difficult one, 
and, as I have explained before in this 
House, the difficulty is not peculiar to 
this country, but extends to every country 
on the Continent. The noble Duke 
will, I am sure, be glad to hear that on 
Ist June, 1901, there were 3,277 Militia 
officers, as compared with 2,828 on 
Ist June, 1899. Though I regret to say 
there is still a deficit of officers, it has 
been greatly reduced. On Ist June, 
1899, the deficit was 558; it has now 
been reduced to 108. The noble Duke 
asked whether we could expect the 
Militia officer to do extra work without 
receiving extra remuneration. The 
noble Duke seems to think that the 
Militia officer is going to be asked to do 
a considerable amount of courses without 
receiving any pay. I would point out 
to him that in future Militia officers will 
always receive pay and allowances on 
going through any of the courses. 
Every effort will be made to meet the 
convenience of officers by reducing the 
compulsory course to the minimum 
that our military advisers think right 
for the proper training of the officers, 
and at the same time a large number of 
voluntary courses will be offered to 
which officers can go, and at which they 
will receive their pay and allowances 
when they pass the examination. 

With regard to the question of com- 
missions, | may tell the noble Duke that 
since the commencement of the war, in 
October, 1899, and up to 31st May in 
the present year, no fewer than 1,401 
commissions in the Army have been 
granted to Militia officers. As to Militia 
officers in South Africa, every battalion 
has been given two direct nominatons, 
making a total of sixty. At the Septem- | 
ber examinations in 1900 fifty com- 
missions over and above these were 
assigned to Militia regiments, and in 

Lord Raglan. 
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March of the present year a further 
fifty ; while Lord Roberts has nominated 
thirty and Lord Kitchener thirty-five, and 
he has not yet exercised all the com- 
missions at his disposal. I will do my 
best to furnish a correct return of casual- 
ties among Volunteers in South Africa, 
but I regret to tell the noble Duke that 
it will be extremely difficult to get abso- 
lute accuracy, because men are often 
returned as belonging to territorial 
battalions and not specially to Volunteer 
companies. I have been asked by the 
noble Duke how many boys under 
twenty are in the Volunteer forces, and 
from the last Return, issued in November 
last, it appears there are 78,050 members 
under twenty enrolled among the Volun- 
teers. The noble Duke then referred to 
the training ground of the army corps 
at Colchester. I admit the importance 
| of training grounds, and in these days ot 
long range fire, when the smallest man- 
ceuvre requires a large area, the question 
becomes more complicated. We are 
fully alive to the necessity of providing 
adequate grounds. It is not possible to 
go into details with regard to what can 
be done at Colchester. I think your 
Lordships are aware that when it is 
known that theWar Office are endeavour- 
ing to buy land, the price goes up in a 
most remarkable manner. Suitable 
land cannot always be obtained where it 
is most required, and it will in future, I 
think, be found easier to move troops to 
the training ground than to find ground 
in immediate proximity to their quarters. 
I am afraid I have already detained 
your Lordships a long time in answering 
the questions of the noble Duke, but with 
your permission I will now come to the 
main question —that of recruiting. 
Nothing can be more important than the 
question of recruiting. It is a truism to 
say that in order to have an army you 
must obtain recruits. The whole ques- 
tion is one to which a vast amount of 
attention must be given. It is difficult to 
form an estimate of results. Because you 
have so many recruits this month or this 
year, it is impossible to say you will get 
the same number next month or next 
year. Recruits may be divided into 
three classes—the sons of soldiers, who 
may be said to have an hereditary military 
instinct ; secondly, the men who enlist 
out of predilection for a military life, who 
have what is called the “ scarlet fever ” ; 
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drafts for India and elsewhere. The 
War Office is working under heavy 
and first classes, no extra inducements, | pressure. We have a huge army in the 
in my opinion, are required to get them field, an Army which three years ago 
to join the Army, and J very much doubt | would have been considered beyond our 
whether you would get more of them | wildest dreams, and a great scheme of 
even if you increased the pay. The | reorganisation at home for the Army 
larger proportion of recruits are young, | itself and the administration of the Army. 
but they provide excellent material for! It practically comes to this—that we 
training, and take readily to a soldier’s | have to reconstruct the engine while the 
life. At the end of a certain number of | machinery is working not only full time, 
months it is impossible to distinguish a but while the whole machinery is work- 
“special ’ from an ordinary recruit.|ing overtime. It is easy to pick out 
The former is very often ill-fed, but a few | points which give rise to anxiety, espe- 
months of regular food and out-door | cially now, when the whole question of the 
work bring about extraordinary results. | training of troops has been altered by 
A friend of mine weighed a hundred improvements in firearms, and our whole 
recruits when they first came in and also | military system is being overhauled. | 
at the end of three and a half months, | venture to think that we should not be 
and found that they had increased in pressed for any premature announce- 
weight to the extent of an average of | ments. It is impossible to foresee what 
eight pounds per man. With regard to| our needs in this matter may be. | 
wastage, the noble Duke and other noble | think that some confidence is due to the 
Lords who have spoken seem to think | Government. We have, I think, shown 
that you can abolish waste by increased by our proposals that we are determined 
pay. This is not so. The wastage has to grapple with the problems which lay 
been alluded to as excessive, but I will before our Army administration. We 
venture to compare it with the returns fully recognise that it is our duty to 
of the Metropolitan Police, who are a | provide an efficient Army, and we shall 
corps d’elite in the truest sense of the not shrink from that duty. If it should 
term, being picked men in character and | prove that the number of recruits who 
physique. I find that in the first seven | come forward under present conditions 
years of a recruit’s service the wastage in | are insufficient for the needs of the Army. 
the Army is 354 per cent., and in the | we shall have no hesitation in coming to 
Metropolitan Police it is 28} per cent., Parliament with such proposals as may 
showing that even the most careful seem necessary to ensure a sufficiently 
selection will not prevent a considerable Jarge and well-trained Army to protect 
amount of wastage. With regard to the interests of the Empire at home and 
recruiting, in the first five months of | abroad. 

1898, 14,926 Teeruts enlisted ; sete the On the motion of Lord Monkswell. 
same period of 1899, 14,871 enlisted ; in | debate adjourned to Friday next, and to 
1900, 24,541 enlisted for the Regular | ‘te at i ae oe 

Army and 10,648 for the Imperial wi aie 


and, lastly, men who enlist because they 
are out of work. With regard to the last 








Yeomanry, or 35,189 in all. In the first House mee at binge 5 
, ; of : rear 20.283 | minutes before Eight ot the 
five months of the present year 20, peggy A eg 


men enlisted for the Regular Army, | mu past Ten of the clock. 
16,682 for the Imperial Yeomanry, and | 
6,355 for the South AfricanConstabulary, 
or a total of 43,320. | HOUSE OF COMMONS 
We are fully alive to the vital import- 
ance of recruiting, and we are carefully Tuesday, 25th June, 1901 
watching the returns of recruiting eS \ 
its results on the Army. Since the | PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
commencement of the war the results | aS 
have been favourable, and continue to) prprvATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
be so. But we must manifestly consider| ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
the waste of the Army and the probable | INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
results of recruiting when the warisover,| Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
especially with regard to providing! Report from one of the Examiners of 
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Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 


case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :-- 
Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill 
[Lords]. 
Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas 
[Lords]. 
Smethwick Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Worcester Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Bill 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :—- 

Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
{NTO NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

ease of the following Bill, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First | 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and which 

are applicable thereto, have not been 
complied with, viz. ;-- 
Bristol Corporation (Docks and Rail- 
ways, Ete.) Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. | 


LEATHERHEAD GAS BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 


[Nort AMENDED.] | 
(By Orper.) 


{COMMONS} 


STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND ELEC. 
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TRICITY BOARD BILL. (By Orper.) 

As amended, considered; a clause 
added ; an Amendment made ; Bill to be 
read the third time. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [Lords). 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 10) BILL [Lords]. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [Lords]. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee, ‘* That, in the case of the Elland 
Gas Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with :——That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with 


their Bill.’ 
Resolution agreed to. 


RAILWAY BILLS (Group 8). 

Sir JoHN KENNAWAY reported from 
the Committee on Group 8 of Railway 
Bills, that, for the convenience of Mem- 
bers, the Committee had adjourned till 
Thursday next, at  half-past Eleven 
of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to-- 

Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Order (No. 1) Bill. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. 

Electric Lighting 
(No. 3) Bill. 

Electric Lighting 
(No. 4) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill, without Amendment. 


Provisional Orders 


Provisional Orders 


| That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
Considered ; to be read the third time. | 4 


An Act to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, 
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1389 Returns, 


to obtain from the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, 


and citizens of the City of Manchester 


a further supply of water in bulk for the 
township of Salford.” Salford Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
empower the Corporation of Leeds to 
make additional waterworks ; 
other purposes.’’ Leeds 
Water Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act 
to empower the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the County Borough of 
Stockport to construct additional water- 
works, and for other purposes.” Stock- 
port Corporation Water Bill [Lords]. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[Lords]. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 


tead the first time; and referred to 


{25 JuNE 1901} 
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Haggerstone; Paddington ; 
Knaresborough ; Hampstead ; 
Sheffield ; Forest Gate; Hyde; Green- 
wich (three) ; Blackheath (two) ; Thorne; 
Burnley; Millwall; Landkey; and 
Houghton-le-Spring ; to lie upon the 


Reports, &e. 


Table. 


and for | 
Corporation 


_ printed. 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private , 
Bills. 

PETITIONS. 
BURIAL PLACES (EXEMPTION FROM 


RATES) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION BILL. 
from Weston- 
to lie upon 


Petitions for alteration, 
super-Mare ; and Swanses ; 
the Table. 
SUPERANNUATION 

LAND) BILL. 

Petition from Haddington, for altera- 

tion ; tolie upon the Table. 


POLICE 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNU- 
ATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Haddington, 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petition from Gravesend, 
to lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, 

Thrupp; ‘Tiverton (two) ; 


against ; 


from Chelsea ; 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE 
TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY. 
Return [presented 13th May] to be 
printed. [No. 226.] 


REGISTRATION OF VOTERS (IRELAND). 
Return [presented 24th May] to be 
[No. 227.] 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 

Copy presented, of Returns of Acci- 
dents and Casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several Railway 
Companies in the United Kingdom in the 
year ended 31st December, 1900, together 


_with Reports of the Inspecting Officers 


of the Railway Department to the Board 
of Trade upon certain Accidents which 
were inquired into [by Command] ; to lie 


/upon the Table. 


(SCOT- | 


[by Command] ; 


in favour ; | 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Report, No. 324 
(Sierra Leone, Annual Report for 1900) 
to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATE, 1901-2). 
Estimate presented, of the additional 


amount required in the year ending 31st 


| [by Command] ; 
Shefford ; | 


March, 1902, to defray the Expenses of 
the Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland in respect of Manual and 
Practical Instruction in National Schools 
Referred to the Com 


mittee of Supply, and to be printed. 


Upper Norwood ; Bradford ; W estbourne | | [No. 228.] 
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QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—NATAL 
OWNERS. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware 
that British owners of farms in Natal 
are still being prohibited from re-stocking 
and re-letting their farms, on the ground 
of the proximity of the enemy; and 
whether he will consider the possibility 
of removing these restrictions. 


THe SECRETARY orf 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) : I have no information 


FARM 


on this matter, which is one for the con- | 


sideration of the Natal Government. 


{COMMONS} 


| of State for War whether he can give 
| the House any information as to the 


STATE For: 
| 
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number of Boers (both invaders and 


rebels) now in Cape Colony. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): From the latest information there 
would appear to be between 1,000 and 
2,000 men in arms against us in Cape 
Colony. 


WATER KLOOF AND COLESBERG 
ACTIONS. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can communicate to the House any 
particulars of the action fought at 
Water Kloof, in Cape Colony, on Thurs- 


day last, and as to the casualties sus- 


CAPE COLONY—FIN ANCIAL PROVISION 
IN LIEU OF TAXATION UNDER 
PARLIAMENTARY SANCTION. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) : I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for the Colonies whether he can 
say up to what date financial provision 
for the public service in Cape Colony | 
has been made by the Cape Parliament, 
up to what date that Parliament has 
been prorogued, and how it is intended | 
to authorise such expenditure for the 
publie service as may be necessary 
during the prorogation of the Parliament. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) Pro- 
vision has been made up to 30th June, 
1901; (2) Parliament is prorogued to 
27th August. (3) This is a question | 
for the responsible Government of the. 
Cape Colony. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs) : May I ask whether in the case 
of the Cape Parliament it is not the 
duty of the Governor to summon it if 
necessary, and is he not responsible to 
the right hon. Gentleman and _ con- 
sequently to this House ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The right 
hon. Gentleman had better put that 
question down on the Paper. It seems 
to involve constitutional matters of great 
Importance. 


BOERS IN CAPE COLONY. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Secretary | 


tained by our troops; and whether he 
can give any information to the House 


‘as to the circumstances under which 


500 horses were captured by the Boers 
near Colesberg at the latter end of May. 

Mr. BRODRICK : No information on 
the matters alluded to in the question 
has reached the War Office. 


COST OF THE WAR. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he will state 
for how long a period he has the financial 
means to carry on the war in South 
Africa at the present pressure without 
appealing to Parliament for sanction 
of further expenditure. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): I am not in a position to 
make any statement of the kind the 
hon. Member asks for. It is a question, 
not of financial means, but of the Army 


| Estimates. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will state what is now the approximate 
weekly cost of the war in South Africa, 
including the maintenance of the con- 
centration camps in South Africa and 
the Boer prisoners in St. Helena, Ceylon, 
and elsewhere. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The approximate 
weekly cost to Army Votes is one anda 
quarter millions. 
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1393 Questions. 


TYPHOID FEVER AMONG THE TROOPS. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can state the number 
of cases of typhoid fever and the number 
of deaths among the troops in South 
Africa for the month of April. 


Mr. BRODRICK : For the four weeks 
ending 26th April, the approximate 
figures are: admissions, 1,484; and 
deaths, 187. 


FLOGGING A SOLDIER. 

CapTaIN NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that a soldier 
was flogged on board a transport ship 
carrying mules from Naples to Port 
Elizabeth, and whether he will inquire 
by what authority this punishment was 
given. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have made 
inquiry and find that in November, 
1899, a driver of the Army Service 
Corps was given ten lashes for mali- 
ciously wounding a mule by stabbing it 
with his knife in the head. The officer 
in question, despite the bad conduct 
of the driver, acted wrongly in awarding 
this punishment, and he was severely 
censured, being informed of the grave 
displeasure of the Commander-in-Chief 
at his conduct. 


IRISH YEOMANRY. 
Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to allocate to Ireland a certain 
number of the proposed new Yeomanry 
regiments. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: This question has 
not yet been decided. If any proposal 
should be made to make the Irish Yeo- 
manry who served so well in South Africa 
the nucleus of a permanent corps, it 
would be carefully considered. 


INDIAN RELIEFS. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state the total number 


of men in units now in India awaiting | 


relief, 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: The total number 
of men due for discharge or transfer to 


Questions. 


the Reserve up to the 30th September, 


calculation of this sort being always 
made in regard to the trooping season, 
is about 13,500. 


MARK IV. BULLETS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if he will state how many 
expanding bullets were manufactured 
for the War Office in 1899 and 1900 
respectively by the Government and by 
private contractors; how many were 
issued to home and foreign stations 
respectively ; how many were with- 
drawn, at what date were they with- 
drawn, and for what reason. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The hon. 
Member doubtless refers to the Mark IV. 
bullets, on which he has already asked 
numerous similar questions, and to the 
replies to which I have nothing to add. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the noble Lord aware 
that I have never put a question on 
these lines ? 


ARMY CLOTHING DEPARTMENT 
WRITERS. 

CapTaIn NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will consider the advisability of placing 
the writers in the Army Clothing Depart- 
ment upon the same footing with respect 
to overtime as the storehouse men and 
ledger keepers. 


*Lorp STANLEY : The storehouse men 

receive overtime pay at the rate of 
1} hour pay for each of the first two 
hours overtime, and 14 hour pay for any 
further overtime, but have to work 
48 hours before receiving overtime pay. 
The writers receive ordinary pay for 
overtime, but have only to work 42 hours 
a week before receiving overtime pay. 
In all probability, therefore, the writers 
would lose by being put on the same 
footing as the storehouse men. 


NEW ROYAL YACHT. 


Mr. HOULT (Cheshire, Worrall): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
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ralty if the persons who designed and 
superintended the building of the new 
royal yacht design and _ superintend 
the building of vessels for His Majesty's 
Navy, and whether he will consider 
the advisability of providing additional 
supervision. 


*THre SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLpD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The Director of Naval Construction 
designed the new royal yacht and super- 
intended the building of the vessel. He 
has designed, and is superintending the 
building of, other vessels for His Majesty’s 
Navy. The question of adding to the 
personnel of the Constructors’ Depart- 
ment is under consideration. 


Questions. 


COAL DUTY EXEMPTIONS. 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he will state 
what proposals the Government have 
decided to submit to the House in Com- 
mittee with reference to the exemption 
of contracts entered into before the 
Budget statement from the operation of 
the export duty on coal. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The only 
proposal I intend to submit to the House 
is the insertion of the date of the Ist 
January, 1902, in the clause relating to 
this subject. But I may state that. 
under the power granted by that clause, 
[ propose to gran exemption from duty 
to post-Budget exports of coal under 
pre-Budget contracts, f.o.b. and c.f. 
alike, up to 3lst December, 1901, pro- 
vided that the contracts are shown to the 
satisfaction of the Customs to have been 
operative and binding subsequently to 
18th April, 1901, that they specify the 
amount and price of the coal to be sup- 
plied, that they are bona fide covered 
by buying contracts for coal or by the 
ownership of coal, and that the quan- 
tities of coal exported are such as, in the 
opinion of the Customs, are properly 
exported between 19th April and 31st 
December, 1901, both inclusive, under 
the terms of the contracts. If the con- 
tracts specify only the price, not the 


quantity, of the coal to be supplied, | 


exemption may be granted to them also 
under the foregoing conditions, in either 
case not beyond the period to which the 


{COMMONS} 
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1901, in any case.. I may add, in expla- 
nation, that I have endeavoured to allow 
a liberal period of exemption for all con- 
tracts which are fair business transac- 
tions. When contracts are made for a 
long period they necessarily assume a 
more speculative character, and there- 
fore have much less claim to exemption, 
and this is particularly true of un- 
covered contracts to supply an unlimited 
quantity at a named price, which seem 
to me purely gambling transactions. 


Questions. 


An Hon. Memper : What will be the 
effect on the Budget ! 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: If the hon. 
Member will put a question on the Paper 
for Thursday, I shall be happy to answer 
it. It will, I have no doubt, have a con- 
siderable effect on the yield of the tax. 


“ CUMBERLAND” — BELLEVILLE 
BOILERS. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Shipley) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty if he will 
state what rate of progress in construc- 
tion has ‘been reached with H.M.S, 
* Cumberland,” building under contract 
on the Clyde, and how much of the 5,895 
tons estimated to be built into the hull 
on completion has now been built in, 
and how far the Belleville boilers have 
been advanced, and whether the frame- 
work of this vessel is yet erected; whether 
the Admiralty at first decided to revoke 
the order for Belleville boilers, and after- 
wards rescinded such decision in favour 
of retaining Belleville boilers in the 
projected construction of the vessel ; 
whether he can state if the ‘* Cumber- 
land” is expected to be finished earlier 
than 1904, and whether the Admiralty 
have in the case of this projected ship 
conformed to the recommendation of 
their Boiler Committee, that, as regards 
ships recently ordered, for which the 
work done on the boilers is not too far 


H.M.S. 


'! advanced, Belleville boilers be not fitted ; 
|and whether he will state the number of 


ships recently ordered in which the 
above-named recommendation of the 
Boiler Committee has been acted upon 
by changing from Belleville to other 


i types of boilers, and what definition as to 


cover extends, nor beyond 31st December, | rate of progress the Admiralty acts, upon 
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in determining in which case the work 
is too far advanced. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
“Cumberland ”’ is partly in frame amid- 
ships. The exact weight of material 
worked into the hull cannot be given at 
present. Over 2,500 tons weight of 
material has been delivered upon the 
contractors’ premises. At the time a 
change in the type of boilers was con- 
templated a large quantity of material 
had been delivered, and a considerable 
further amount was due for delivery. 
The value of this material, and of the 
labour expended upon it, represented 
three-tenths of the total cost of the in- 
stallation. The Admiralty decided to 
revoke the order for Belleville boilers 
in the ships in question provided that 
the change could be made in accordance 
with the terms of the recommendation 
of the Boiler Committee. It has been 
found, however, that the change cannot 


be made without departing from the | 


terms of the recommendation. It is ex- 
pected that the “ Cumberland” will be 
finished in 1903. The decision to retain 
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“ Queen,” “ Suffolk,” ‘* Berwick,” and 
“ Encounter.”” The Belleville ‘boilers of 
the ‘“ Hermes” are also being removed. 
and will be replaced by Babcock and 
Wilcox. The determining consideration 
which has guided the Admiralty in 
applying the recommendation of the 
Boiler Committee has been, whether or 
not delay would be involved by making 
the alteration? I may add that the 
President of the Boiler Committee has 
informed us with regard to the three 
ships in question that, in making the 
change, we are acting in conformity with 
his view as to the interpretation which 


Questions. 


should be placed on the recommendation 


of his Committee. The hon. Member 
may be interested to know that we have 
ascertained that, in order to obtain the 
designed horse power with the cylindrical 
boiler, structural alterations in the ships 
would be necessary, owing to the serious 
alteration of weights involved. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : Can 


the hon. Gentleman say how much money 


the Belleville boilers in the ‘‘ Cumber- | 


land’ is in conformity with the recom- 
mendation of the Boiler Committee, as 
I am informed that it would not be pos- 
sible to change to another type of boiler 
without delaying the completion of the 


ship. The following are the ships from 


which it was originally hoped that the | 


Belleville boilers might be removed, but | 


in which they are now to be retained, 
namely, “ Prince of Wales,” ‘ Cum- 
berland,” ‘* Donegal.” 


the boilers of the ‘ Cornwall ”’ is. still | 


under consideration. 
the change has been made in respect to 
these ships is that the cost of introducing 
the Babeock and Wilcox boilers would 
involve a very large addition to the 
original Estimates ; that the contractors 
would not guarantee the designed horse 
power if the Babeock and Wilcox boilers 
were substituted for the Belleville ; and 
that the change would involve a serious 
delay in the completion of the ships. In 
reply to the last paragraph of the ques- 
tion, I have to say that the recommenda- 
tion of the Boiler Committee in favour 
of changing from the Belleville boiler to 
another type of water-tube boiler will be 
acted on in the case of four ships, namely, 


VOL. XCV. [FourTH SERIES. ] 


The reason why | 


The question of | 











has been spent and what delay has arisen 
in consequence of this change in con- 
nection with the “ Cumberland ” ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The par- 
ticulars as to the delay are very indefi- 
nite; in fact, in the most important 
case, that of the ‘‘ Prince of Wales,” we 
can get no definite date at all. We 
cannot give the exact extent of the delay 
in the case of the ‘‘ Cumberland,” but it 
will be serious. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): Are we 
to understand that the alternative to the 
Belleville boiler is the Babcock and Wilcox 
boiler ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


PROPOSED INQUIRY INTO THE COAL 
QUESTION. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer if he is now prepared 
to make any statement in regard to the 
proposed investigation into the coal 
question and the effect of the new coal 
duty on trade and shipping, and further 
as to the remission of duty he intends 
making on contracts entered into prior 


3G 
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to the 19th April last, and the remission | authorities are now acquiring at Shang- 
he proposes on small coal and patent hai control of a tract of land beyond the 


limits fixed by Lord Salisbury in his 
agreement with the French Govern- 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have! ment upon the question of the French 
already made a statement with regard | settlement in that city; and, if so, 
to the remission on existing contracts, | under what conditions they are acquiring 
and I think any statement as to small | it, and whether any claim upon their 
coal and patent fuel should be reserved | part to exclusive jurisdiction and control 
until the Amendment on the subject | over such territory will be recognised 
is moved. As to an investigation, I| by His Majesty’s Government. 


could not advise any such limited one sisi . 

investigation as is suggested in the ques- | aca pg ge 
tion. t I rather gathered, in the | 77 eg eae 
ton. Bu ogg Bs ‘ | (Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): We 


course of the debate last night, | Sue Aataingdn skims: Stns aie Chaka 
4 |W some ne a é 
that hon. Members representing the | eee ee a 


= 4 ° . T F , ilding quarters fc i 2] 

districts specially concerned in the | ero * St Se ‘ : owns or their 
: i al, but we have 

export coal trade, and especially those | d “oe " kc PN : Piste " We 

z : d as to the site. ; 

representing the miners, thought that | PO0MNe Mnrormation as — “ 


the interests of their constituents were | have no further information, but in- 
being unfairly dealt with on account | 7U"€s are being made. 

of insufficient inquiry, a aa | CHINESE TREATY OBLIGATIONS 
the whole question of our¥coal supply pce ne artege: pape ty 
and its stlaiie sufficiency for the needs Mr. YERBURGH : I beg to ask the 
of our own country, should be con- | Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
sidered by an impartial tribunal, as well | Affairs whether the concession to China 
as the effect of the duty on the trade | of an effective 5 per cent. tariff has been 
primarily interested in the matter. The | made without obtaining some guarantee 
last thing that I should wish would be | from her tor the effective fulfilment of 
that any action of mine should afford her various treaty obligations. 

ground for a feeling of unjust treatment) Vyscounr CRANBORNE: A proposal 
on the part of a large and hardworking has been made to exact certain com- 
section of my tfellow-countrymen, and pensating advantages to trade in China 
if on further inquiry I find that a com-/jn return for the concession of an 
plete investigation of the whole subject, | effective 5 per cent. tariff. His Majesty's 
such as I have referred to, is really | Minister at Peking has provisionally given 
desired, I should certainly be disposed to | his support to this proposal, and the 
recommend to my colleagues that such an | matter is still under discussion. 

inquiry should be initiated without delay. | 

I must, however, say that in no case} MALTESE LANGUAGE QUESTION. 
would it be possible for such a tribunal Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
to make a report which would affect | Hamlets, Poplar) : oe ask the 
the next Budget. I agree with what Senvetary of State for ‘in Coliiiian when 
the hon. Member for Chester-le-Street |), intends to lay upon the Table Papers 
said last night, that it would probably | relating to the language question in 
take two years, and certainly one, before | yfajta.— os 


any opinion as to the effect of the coal | 

duty could be formed. | Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : As I stated 
4 in answer toa previous question on the 
~Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I placed no 20th May, I am afraid that until the 
limit on the investigation. I want a correspondence reaches a more com- 
plete form it will not be possible for me 
|to fix any definite date for laying the 


CHINA—FRENCH SETTLEMENT IN _— 


fuel, if any. 





full one. 


SrA AAD, THE “SOUTH ESK”—CREW’S 


GRIEVANCES. 


Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.): 1 | 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State| Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to 
for Foreign Affairs whether the French | ask the President of the Board of Trade 
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whether his attention has been called; Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
to the complaint of the crew of the| E.): Can the right hon. Gentleman give 
British pi so * — Esk ”’ —o for | any idea when he will be prepared ? 
over six months they were on a short! ~ 
allowance of provisions, and had to go. Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
without tea, sugar, flour, and pork, | 5#Y- 
and that the beef supplied was unfit | ai 2 nae 
for human oiiiiilie and whether, ne aA. 
in view fof the complaints by seamen | nT erg ee 
regarding the snvisiias on board British | b Mr. phere poor St. Patrick) : I 
ships, he will advise His Majesty’s Govern- ra og the demweere of the Board 
ment to appoint a Select Committee of | 0! Trade whether it is his intention to 
this House or a Roya) “ommission to introduce regulations regarding the 
inquire into the provision scale con- — mines gins coasting and oxase- 
tained in ships’ articles of agreement and | ©@0ne steamers, so that they should be 
ihe quality of tiie: food sapplied. rated upon the displacement system in 
i sacle pee force in His Majesty’s Navy or in accord- 
THE PRESIDEN a BOARD ance with the Moorsam plan adopted 
OF TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALFOUR, in the Suez Canal ; and whether he is 
Leeds, Central): Yes, Sir, my — 'aware that, owing to the prevailing 
has been called by the Seamen’s Union’ method of rating, port and dock boards 
tofthe case to which the hon. Member gannot supply the necessary trading 
refers. I have been in communication facilities from the paucity of tonnage 
with the owners of the “South Esk,” | ques . 
and have received a statement made by 
the cook. It appears that the vessel left; Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Glasgow in January, 1900, fully provi- | Moorsam system for measuring the 
sioned {with inspected provisions for a tonnage of merchant ships is the one 
twelve months voyage. This voyage in force in this country. There is no 
was unexpectedly prolonged, and the | power, without legislation, to adopt the 
master had to take in a fresh supply modifications in the system applicable 
abroad and from two ships he met in| to the Suez Canal, but as I have already 
the course of the homeward voyage from ; stated in reply to the hon. Member's 
Chili, which occupied 146 days. With- previous questions, I am doing what is 
out accepting as entirely accurate the possible by regulation to minimise the 
statement in the first paragraph of the | grievance of which he complains, and it is 
question, it is admitted that in some open to port and dock boards to seek 
respects the food was seriously deficient, authority to charge their dues upon a 
and that some of it was bad, but accord- proportion of the gross instead of upon 
ing to the statement of the master it} the net tonnage. 
was the best he could get. In answer 
to the second paragraph, I am not pre- COAL TRADE STATISTICS. 
pared to advise the appointment of a) Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
Committee or Commission for the pur-| the President of the Board of Trade 
pose of making an inquiry of the limited | whether he can say when the Return 
scope suggested by the hon. Member, | relating to the production, consumption, 
but as I*stated yesterday in reply to | and export of coal to the principal coun- 
the hon. Member for the College Division | tries of the world in recent years, and 
of Dublin, I am camsidering the advis- ordered to be printed on the 17th instant, 
ability of instituting an inquiry of a will be issued to Members. 
wider character into questions affecting tai - 
the general interests “of the mercantile MR. GERALD _BALFOUR: . The: 
ueine. Return in question is now under revision, 
Me, NANNETTI (Dublin, College| Ut t 2m Unable to say when it will be 
Green): Will the Committee be a de- | y ‘ 
partmental one ? | FOREIGN EXPORTS OF COAL FROM 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am| CARDIFF. 
not prepared to make any statement! Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
as to that. _the President of the Board of Trade if 
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he can explain the discrepancy in the | be that there may be a claim for con- 
figures relating to the foreign export of | sideration in the case of one or two 
coal from Cardiff for May, 1900, and | departments when a general increase 
1901, as supplied by the Customs to the | for all would be out of the question. 
proprietors of Brown’s Export List | 
and to the Board of Trade respectively. | COLCHESTER MURDER CHARGE. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The; Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
matter is being inquired into by the | S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
Customs, but I am informed that the | for the Home Department whether His 
Majesty’s Government propose to make 
| any compensation to the man Lillywhite, 
‘ |! who was arrested in New Zealand on a 
THIRD ee” AY SEASON | charge of murder and brought here for 
é eee ms itrial, and in whose case the Crown 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the! prosecutor has now entered a nolle 
President of the Board of Trade whether, | prosequi. 
with a view to minimising the incon- | 
venience to which persons of limited; *)\fp. RITCHIE: I am not vet suff- 
means are now subjected through being | ciently in possession of the facts to be 
obliged to find house-room at a distance | able to express any opinion as to what 
from their employment, owing to the} ghoyld bedone. 
congested state of central London, and | 
seeing that the railway companies serving | : 
the suburban districts are unable without | NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC LEAGUE— 
patie ; é : . PROHIBITION OF MEETING A‘ 
inconvenience to their general traffic, * BIRMINGHAM. 
to run a sufficient number of workmen’s | mE aa 
trains, he will suggest to them as an! Mr. LLOY D-GEORGE : I beg to ask 
alternative arrangement the advisability the Secretary of State tor the Home 
of issuing third class season tickets at the Department whether he can explain 
correspondingly low rate at which they | UPO? what ground and by what autho- 
now issue first and second class season | tity the chief constable of Birmingham 
issued a notice recently prohibiting the 
| holding of a meeting of the National 


tickets. 
' | patie rs >] > >; . 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: As the| — League in the Bull Ring in 
hon. and gallant Member is no doubt | ‘at city. 
aware, railway companies are not under) , ae ’ 
any statutory obligation to issue season oer Phe Pops — “Tg ~— 
tickets, but I shall be happy to call the | te rg: constable o rg to the ne a 
attention of the Railway Companies | ¢eTtain language which he consi = 
Association to his suggestion. | illegal and amounting to an offence, but 
| that an interview subsequently took 
| place between the promoters of the 


investigation will occupy a day or two. 





edema ae OFFICIALS’ |meeting and the chief constable, at 
ecmmbnaa which an undertaking was given that 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the | such language should not be repeated, 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart-| and meetings have subsequently been 
ment whether he will consider the | held without interference by the police. 
advisability of raising the salaries of the | No meeting was actually stopped. 
staff generally throughout Scotland Yard, 
seeing that some departments have| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Can the 
already been dealt with. right hon. Gentleman tell us who this 
*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror language was used by and what it was! 
THe HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr.| *Mr. RITCHIE: It was used by one 
Ritcuiz, Croydon): It is the practice | of the speakers at one of these meetings. 
for the salaries of various sections of the | It was language of a very gross character, 


staff at Scotland Yard to be considered | which, in the opinion of the chief con- 
as occasion arises in each ease. I think 
this is the proper course, as it may well | to a breach of the peace 


stable, and in mine, was likely to lead 
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Was this question which legitimately arose out of 


Questions. 1406 


speaker prosecuted, and was the lan- | the answer as to whether the chief con- 


guage used by him a breach of the law ? | 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, he was not | 


prosecuted. 


' legitimate. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : | 


Did the chief constable act on his own 
initiative or did he refer to the right hon. 
Gentleman ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: He acted entirely on 


his own initiative. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Are 
we to understand that a person in the 
position of the chief constable is to be the 
judge whether the language used—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND did not resume 
his seat. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I again call the hon. 
Member to order, and have to say that, 
if he persists in disregarding me when | 
call him to order, I shall have to direct the 
attention of the House to his conduct. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Mr. 


Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 


*Mr. SPEAKER (calling the next ques- 
tion): Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I rise 


‘toa point of order. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member, I 
repeat, is not in order in asking the ques- 
tion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : I claim, 


Mr. Speaker, as a matter of personal ex- | 


planation—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A_ personal ex- 
planation is not a point of order. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: A per- 
sonal explanation, Sir. I trust you will 
allow me to say that I did not hear you 


stable—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 

is the question which I ruled was not 
I quite accept the hon. 
Member’s statement. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: IT shall 


raise the subject on the Home Office 


Vote. 


ALIENS AND CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
all aliens suffering from dangerous con- 
tagious diseases are excluded from ad- 
mission to the United States under the 
Immigration Laws of Congress, and that 
by a recent decision of the Washington 
Treasury tuberculosis of the lung is 
henceforth to be so regarded ; and hav- 
ing regard to the importance of excluding 
such diseases, whether he will introduce 
the same or analogous regulations as 
those laid down by his predecessor at the 
time of the cholera epidemic at Hamburg 
to keep out that disease. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Water 
Lone, Bristol, 8.): The answer to the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
affirmative. As regards cholera cases, 
the regulations require the isolation in 
hospital of persons who arrive in this 
country suffering from the disease and 
the supervision by the local authorities 
of other persons landing from an infected 
ship. It does not appear to me that 
similar regulations could be made with 
regard to such a disease as tuberculosis. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LIBRARIES. 
Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 

N.W.): I beg to ask the President of the 

Local Government Board whether he is 


/aware that whilst the Day School Code, 


call me to order at all, and I had not the 


slightest intention of disregarding your 
I thought .1 .was putting a 


1900, in Footnote to Article 90, en- 
courages elementary schools to establish 
libraries, and allows the school accounts 
to include expenditure upon libraries, 
auditors are surcharging members of 
school boards for such expenditure, 
notwithstanding that in its Instructions 
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to Inspectors, issued by the Board of|the Postmaster General, whether a re- 


Education on 27th February, 1900, it | 


commendation has been made to increase 


is stated that a good library is considered | the postal staff in the Keyham Barton 


as the necessary complement of an | 
efficient school apparatus ; and whether | 
he will take steps to harmonise the 
action of the two Departments. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware 
that a surcharge has recently been made | 


| 


in respect of expenditure incurred by the | 
Norwich School Board in connection | 
with a library. On receiving a formal | 
appeal from the Members surcharged, [ | 
will carefully consider the legality of the 
expenditure, and before arriving at a 
decision I will communicate with the 
Board of Education on the subject. 


BOLTON POSTMEN’S GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
any decision has been come to respecting 
the matters named in the petition pre- 
sented to the inspector by the Bolton | 
postmen on 19th July, 1900, and 
whether he is aware that the more serious 
grievances therein complained of are still 
unremedied. | 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AtSTEN CHAMBER- | 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Bolton | 
outdoor postal services are now being 
revised, and the duties of the postmen 
will be greatly improved. 


BRITISH POST OFFICE AT 
CONSTANTINOPLE. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, having regard to the fact that 
British postal orders are on sale at the 
British post office in Constantinople, 
whether he can explain why the English 
Post Office has retused to supply postal 
orders to the British post office at 
Salonica. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Postmaster General has had this matter 
under his consideration, but he is not in 
a position to make any statement upon 
it at present. 





if 
KEYHAM BARTON POSTAL STAFF. 
Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 


district of Devonport ; and, if so, whether 
it is intended to give effect to it. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


Yes, Sir ; such proposals have been made, 
/and they are now being considered. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK RULES 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that it is the practice of the Comptroller 


| of the Post Office Savings Bank to inform 


depositors that when a deposit. is made 
by means of a cheque the usual acknow- 
ledgment is not despatched until a period 
of twelve days has elapsed, including the 
date of deposit of the cheque ; will he 
explain why the Department requires a 
period of twelve days to clear a cheque ; 
and will he say whether the rule applies 
to London as well as to provincial cheques 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


The practice with regard todeposits in 


| the Post Office Savings Bank by means 
| of cheques is as stated, and applies to 
| London as well as provincial cheques. 


To keep a record of the clearing of each 
cheque would be unnecessarily expen- 
sive; and the rule has therefore heen 
adopted to retain the acknowledgments 
of all deposits by cheque for a uniform 
period of twelve days, by which time 
notice of failure to clear any particular 
cheque will have been received by the 
Department. Experience has shown 
that a shorter period is not sufficient in 
all cases to guard against the risk of loss. 
For calculation of interest a deposit by 
cheque is treated as having been made on 
the date of deposit, and not on the date 
of the acknowledgment. 


NEWTON ABBOT POSTMEN’S PETITION. 

Mr. SEALE-HAYNE (Devonshire, 
Ashburton) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he can without 
further delay reply to a petition from 
the Newton Abbot postmen, sent to the 
Postmaster General in August, 1900 
which was in April last said to be in 


course of careful consideration in con- 
junction with other similar memorials,. 
and to which a reply was promised as soor 
as practicable. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A|! Postmaster General, if he will state 
reply has been given to the memorial in| whether the house-to-house delivery of 
question. | letters, authorised by the Chancellor of 
| the Exchequer in his Budget for 1897, 
jis now eftected throughout England, 


Questions. 


AMERICAN MAIL SORTING. 





Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen | 
I beg to ask the Secretary | 
' annum 


Boroughs) : 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that on board the North German Lloyd 
and American lines of mail steamers 
from this country to New York there are 
post offices, with an official or officials 
who during the voyage sort all mails, so 
that its delivery in New York or for- 
warding thereon to the interior takes 
place three hours earlier than the mail 
matter from on board the steamers of the 
Cunard or White Star lines; and, in 
view of the inconvenience caused thereby, 


whether he will adopt such measures as | 


will prevent this delay. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


Postmaster General is aware that there 
are post offices on board the steamers of 
the North German Lloyd and American 
lines, and the sorting of the correspond- 


ence on board of course admits of its | 


earlier disposal in the New York Post 
Office, where, 


cannot be so expeditiously distributed 
as in the case of mails reaching this 
country in such circumstances. The ad- 
vantage, however, which would be gained 


if similar post oftices were established | 
on British steamers has not been thought | 
sufficient to justify the heavy expense | 


which such an arrangement would in- 
volve. 
HOUSE TO HOUSE LETTER 
DELIVERY. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 


it is understood, the con- | 
tents of unsorted mails arriving by sea | 


Scotland, and Ireland ; and will he state 
approximately the number of letters per 
estimated to have thus been 
brought into the official delivery, and 
which, under the arrangements existing 
prior to 1897, would have been left at 
post offices or places of call. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
house-to-house delivery of letters is now 
effected throughout England, and practi- 


cally throughout Scotland and Ireland 


as well. There are a few places in the 
two latter countries at which it has not 
yet been possible to afford a delivery, but 
| steps are being taken to provide a service 
in all cases where it is practicable to do 
so. From May, 1897, up to the end of 
September, 1900, it is estimated that 
about 57 millions of letters a year had 
been brought into the official delivery. 
Since that time it has not been con- 
sidered necessary to keep a special record. 

Mr. WEIR: The hon. Gentleman has 
not answered the last part of my ques- 
tion. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 


I have answered that. 


Mr. WEIR: Then I beg to give 
notice—— 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must give notice in the 


ordinary way. 


ILLICIT DISTILLATION. 

Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg 
'to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will grant the Return relating 
to Illicit Distillation standing on to-day’s 
Paper. * 





* The following is the Return alluded to :— 


“Return for the year March, 1900, to the 3lst day of March, 1901, of the Seizures in Scotland 
by Revenue Officers, and in Ireland by Royal Irish Constabulary, for [licit Distillation, in the 


following form and Summary :— 





District in which | Person charged | Person or persons 


seizure occurred, | with illicit distil- | who discovered 


( 


Rewards paid for | Whether prosecu- 


discovery. tion resulted. Result of trial. 














townland, etc. lation. and reported. | 
SUMMARY. — 7 de 
Number of cases. | Rewards paid. 
Scotland ne ve oe oe 
Ireland .. <e oe oo os 








1411 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 


Sir. I am unable to consent to the 
Return asked for. 


Que stions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


Will the hon. Gentleman reconsider that | 
answer in view of the fact that during | 


. 


the discussion on the Estimates a most 
extraordinary state of things was dis- 
closed, and he was good enough to 
promise to make inquiries. If he does 
not grant this Return, we shall get no 
information until the Estimates come on 
again next year, and I would therefore 
respectfully ask him to consent to the 
Return. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman tell us what has 
been the result of his inquiries so far ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have communicated with the Board of 
Inland Revenue, but Iam not at present 
prepared to make any statement as to 
any steps | may propose to take. The 
matter is under discussion. I could not 
give a portion of the information asked 
for in this Return under any cireum- 
stances, but at the same time I hope that 
the steps to be taken will render it un- 
necessary to have any Return at all. I 
am unwilling to throw additional work 
on the Inland Revenue at the present 
time, and I will ask the hon. Gentleman 
to wait until I have been able to decide 
what steps shall be taken. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
hon. Gentleman undertake to make 
some statement as to the result of his 
inquiries, or must we wait another year 2 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
will communicate with the hon. Gentle- 
man as soon as I am able to take any 
action. 


NEWSPAPER POSTAGE TO THE 
COLONIES. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 


whether it is contemplated to reduce the | 
cost on the transmission of newspapers | 


to Australia, and will the Canadian 
postage rates for papers be applied to the 
other colonies as well. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 


| reduction of the postage on newspapers 
| is in contemplation. The rate for news- 
| papers to Canada and to Australia is 
already the same. 


Questions. 


SASINE OFFICE, EDINBURGH—REGIS- 
TRATION FEES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
| Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Seotland, whether he is aware that 
the registration fees imposed by the 
Sasine Office, Edinburgh, were increased 
in 1891 by the imposition of 5s. on each 

writ recorded ; and that this presses on 

‘small proprietors, whose deeds form the 
main part of the register ; and, in view 
of the fact that the net revenue of the 
Sasine Office shows a surplus for the year 
1901 of £12,799, and that under Sec- 
tion 25 of the Land Registers Act, 1868, 
it is laid down that the fees to be drawn 
from the Department shall not be greater 
than may reasonably be held sufficient 
for defraying the expenses of the said 
Department, or the improvement of the 
system of registration, will he consider 
the expediency of rescinding the Order 
of 1891. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHamM Murray, Buteshire): 1 am 
informed by the keeper of the Sasines 
Office that the basis upon which the hon. 
Member’s question is founded is entirely 
wrong. The scale of fees introduced in 
/1891 only increased the fees of the 
register to a very small extent. The 
uniform fee of 5s. for each writ instead of 
the former sliding scale was approved as 
necessary to cover the actual cost of 
registration. It is certainly extremely 
moderate, less than half the agent's fee 
for ingiving and uplifting the writ. 
There is no surplus revenue of £12,799 
or any such sum. The hon. Member has 
omitted to take into account the ex- 
| penditure in other branches than salaries. 
These are noted on page 281 of the 
|printed Estimates, and include office 
accommodation, stationery and printing, 
and the non-effective class pensions, etc. 


MUNICIPAL COUNCILS AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 

I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 

| Committee of Council on Education 
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whether he will submit to the law! 
officers of the Crown the question 


whether municipal councils may make 
subventions from the funds at their 
disposal, under the Technical Instruction 
Acts, to school boards in aid of the in- 
struction of adult pupils at evening 
schools in the obligatory and standard 
subjects of the Whitehall code. 


*THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): This question 
would be decided in the first instance by 
the local authority under the Technical 
Instruction Acts; then, by the Local 
Government Board auditor; and finally 
by the Courts of Law. The Board of 
Education have no jurisdiction to inter- 
fere, and would not be justified in ask- 
ing the opinion of the Law Officers 
merely to gratify their curiosity. | 
may add that, so far as I know, 
instruction of this kind is now given 
without objection being taken. 

Dr. MACNAMARA:: Is it not the fact 
that the right hon. Gentleman has re- 
ferred the Leeds School Board to the 
municipal authorities ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


‘and 1893 ; 


EVENING CONTINUATION CLASSES. 

Mr. BATTY LANGLEY (Sheffield, 
Attereliffe) : I beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Edueation whether he will state what 
will be the position of evening continua- 
tion classes under the management of 
such bodies as Polytechnics and Young 
Men’s Christian Associations in the event 
of the Edueation Bill of 1901 becoming 
law ; and will it be allowable for the new 
local edueational authorities, which are 
to be created under the Bill, to aid such 
classes as are now carried on under the 
management of these institutions and 
are in receipt of Government Grants , 
under the Evening Continuation Code. 
*Sm J. GORST: The Bill now before 
Parliament does not in any way affect 
these classes. The answer to the second 
part of the question is in the affirmative. | 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : I 


-beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the! 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can give the number of agricultural 
holdings sold to the occupiers under each 
of the Purchase Acts, namely, the Church 
Disestablishment Act, the Land Act of 
1870, the Land Act of 1881, the Pur- 
chase Acts of 1885, 1888, 1891, and the 
Land Act of 1896, and the amount 


‘actually advanced on account of said 


purchases. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
numbers of tenant purchasers under the 
Acts mentioned, in the order stated, are 
6,057, 877, 731, 25,368, and 29,208, 
making a total of 62,241 purchasers to 
3lst March last. The amount advanced 
under each of the Acts, to the same date, 
is £1,674,841, £514,536, £240,801, 
£9,992,640, and £8,759,450, making a 
total advadce of £21,182,268. 


POLICE PROTECTION IN SLIGO—CASE 
OF MR. PHIBBS. 

Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. Charles Phibbs, of Doobeg 
House, county of Sligo, has been under 
military and police protection during 
many periods between the years 1881 
whether he was in the habit 
of supplying cars for the conveyance of 
his own escort ; and, if so, what has been 
theamount paid him on account of car 
hire for these years; and from what 
source has this amount been drawn. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will at the same 
time reply to the similar question 
of my hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for East Antrim. Mr. Phibbs 
received special police protection from 
1880 to 1892. It does not appear that 
he was afforded military protection. 
The conveyance of his police escort was 
necessary from time to time; on 
such occasions his vehicles were em- 
ployed as being the most suitable, and 
payment was made to Mr. Phibbs for 
their hire. The amount so paid cannot 
be ascertained at such short notice. The 
payments were made from the Constabu- 
lary Vote. He has not been required 
to defray any portion of the cost of his 


| protection. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman inquire as to the 
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amount paid yearly to Mr. Phibbs for 
the use of his own vehicle ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I should like to 


have longer notice. 





CoLoneL M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.) : | 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether Mr. 
Charles Phibbs, of Doobeg House, county | 
Sligo, who has been under military and 
police protection during many periods | 
between the years 1881 and 1893, will be | 
called upon to pay any share of the ex- 
pense incurred for this protection ; and | 
whether he is aware that such protection 
has been from time to time necessitated | 
by his being denounced by the Land and 
Irish National Leagues in the past and 
by the United Irish League at the present 
time. 


Mr. O'DOWD: i wish to ask, Mr. 
Speaker, if it is competent for an hon. 
Member to copy almost verbatim a ques- 
tion of which another Member has given 
notice. 
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with two paid assistant commissioners, 
one a Protestant and the other a Roman 
Catholic ; that the principle has always 
been recognised that a due proportion of 
the Protestant members should be Presby- 
terians ; and that the office of assistant 
commissioner has been held for some 
twenty years by a member of the Church 


'of Ireland; and whether, seeing that 


there were five Presbyterian candidates 
possessing the highest qualifications for 
the recent vacancy, he can explain why 
their claims were again passed over in 
favour of a member of the Church of 
Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
members on the Board of Intermediate 
Education was fixed at seven by the Act 
of 1878. The Board then consisted of 
three Roman Catholics, three Church of 
Ireland, and one Presbyterian. In 1880 
the number of Presbyterian members 
was increased to two, and the number of 


|Chureh of Ireland members reduced to 


two. This proportion was maintained 
down to last year when the strength of 


the Board was increased by Act to twelve 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question seems | 
to be different in some respects. _, 


members. The Board now consists of 


'six Roman Catholics, three Church of 


|Ireland, and three Presbyterians. The 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I can only repeat | 
to the hon. and gallant Member the reply 
I have just given to the hon. Member for 
South Sligo. 


SOLONEL M‘'CALMONT: Was not this 
man held up to odium at the instance 
of the League ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I should say, 
generally, yes, because of resolutions 
purporting to come from local branches. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman particularise the kind 
of risk this man has been exposed to ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


IRISH BOARD OF INTERMEDIATE 
EDUCATION. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | 
is aware that the Board of Intermediate | 
Education consists of an equal number 
of Protestants and Roman Catholics, | 


i 


| Carrickmacross Workhouse, 
| Clones 3s. O}d. and Monaghan work- 
' houses 2s. 104d. suffices for the average 


selection of a Church of Ireland candidate 
for the vacant assistant commissioner- 
ship was not made on the principle sug- 


_ gested in the second paragraph. 


IRISH WORKHOUSES — COST OF 
PAUPER MAINTENANCE. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg te 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will cause an 
inquiry to be held as to the reason why 


‘the average cost per week per inmate 


for the past year has been 3s. 114d. in 
while in 


cost per inmate per week. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not the practice 


of the Local Government Board to cause 
' an inquiry to be lield into the differences 


in the cost of maintenance in various 
unions. These differences are attribut- 
able to the terms of the contracts for 
supplies in each case and the proportion 
of sick to healthy, and other similar 
causes. The average weekly cost of 
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maintenance in the Leinster unions is | of the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 

4s,, and in the Ulster unions it is 3s. 5d. | and will he state under what authority 

It,does not appear, therefore, that there | the Local Government Board on behalf 

is(anything exceptional in the case of | of the Treasury refused to pay half the 

Carrickmacross. | salary of this nurse while in the service 
| of this board of guardians. 


By . * 
ee i WYNDHAM: ‘The sum of £60 
. TACTIAN (Tone Ufiaq\.| Was proposed by the guardians as re- 
I ot Regie ae rr nit Ed en bones muneration, including both salary and 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is a penis a by a 
aware that the medical officer of health — enna mane “i vial se 
. tion of £36 for salary and £24 for rations. 
reported to the Dromore (county Down) p_, cit tinal ler the 58th 
Urban Council at its meeting on 4th | Q°COUPment Is allowes erp peeabaiigie 
March that several tenement houses eee 5 SER AS Ge ree ae Seen ee 
in the town were in an unsanitary con- 
dition and in need of better accommoda- Me MGOVERN: Bot was it douse 
tion, namely, houses in Meeting Street, . 7° ") ” <a + 
houses in Gallows Street, and houses in 
tampart Street ; and that only as regards Me WYNDIAM: I undentendso. 
the houses in Rampart Street the sanitary, ~~ ° feet eisai) 
law has been enforced, and will he state 
why the council has not compelled the) cE yyyyx o6p PRISON—TRANSFER 
other owners to carry out the recom- “TO “MILITARY AUTHORITIES. 
mendations of the sanitary officer ; and | PA . 
will he direct the Local Government Mr. MGON ERN: I beg to ask the 
Board to hold an inquiry as to the alleged Chiet Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
unsanitary condition of Dromore, with of Ireland whether the building which 
the view to the improvement of the | Ws formerly used as a gaol in Cavan, 
housing accommodation in that town. | built at the expense of the ratepayers 
in the county Cavan, has been handed 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Urban Dis- over by the General Prisons Board in 
trict Council have taken steps to ensure August, 1900, to the War Department 
that the premises reported on are put in | 6 be used as a military barrack in future. 
a proper sanitary condition. The coun- without any compensation to the County 
cil have ordered their medical officer to | Council, who represent the ratepayers ; 
make a street to street inspection of the | and, if so, upon what grounds and by 
township. No interference on the part | what authority. 
of the Local Government Board is called 
for at present. 


salary only. 


in accordance with Secticn 58 ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The building for- 
merly used as a prison at Cavan was 
built by the Grand Jury out of county 

BAWNBOY HOSPITAL NURSE. ‘rates, but at what cost I am unable to 

Mr. M‘tGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg} say. Section 31 of the Prisons Act of 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord|1878 authorises the Prisons Board, 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware | within twelve months after the closing 
that the Bawnboy Board of Guardians | of a prison, to allow it to be used for 
elected for the union hospital, on the | any public purpose, with the consent of 
2Ist January, 1899, at a salary of £60/|the Treasury. Subject to this provision 
a year, a trained nurse who possessed | the prison was handed over to,the mili- 
all the qualifications prescribed by the | tary authorities in August last with all 
Local Government Board to enable the | liability for rent and cost of maintenance. 
county councils of the counties of Cavan | There is no power to award compensation, 
and Leitrim, on behalf of this board of | as suggested. icy 
guardians, to get half of this salary | ‘ 
refunded out of the Local Taxation! Mr. M‘GOVERN complained that 
(Ireland) Account, in accordance with part of his question had been struck out, 
the provisions contained in Section 58 | and was proceeding to put another ques- 
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tion relating to that part when he was|the Treasury whether His Majesty’s 
ruled out of order by Mr. Speaker. Government when laying upon the Table 


of this House Admiral Rawson’s letter 

IRISH LAND COMMISSION REPORT. | or Report to the First Lord of the Admi- 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask | ralty on the Gibraltar works, dated 30th 
-the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | March, intend also to present the letter 
tenant of Ireland if he can say when the | of the hon. Member for Lynn Regis to 
Report of the Irish Land Commissioners the First Lord of the Admiralty on the 
will be presented to the House. | same subject and dated on the same day. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Every expedition; THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
is being used to complete the work of |SURY (Mr. A. J. Barour, Manchester, 
printing this Report, which it is hoped) F.): I have not had time to consult my 
will be laid on the Table this month. | noble friend the First Lord of the Admi- 
|ralty ; but if my hon. friend will put his 

BELFAST RATES. | question down on Thursday I shall be 
'|Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief glad to answer him. I do not think that 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of |1n any case the letter of my hon. friend 
Ireland whether he is aware that, owing could be laid as part of the Papers em- 
to the decision of the King’s Bench bodying the Report of Admiral Rawson's 
regarding the rates struck for Belfast, | Committee. 
there can be no municipal, harbour , : ones 
board, or jurors’ lists prepared at the! Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: In that 
present time for the coming year, and | event, will my right hon. friend consider 
whether, seeing that such complications | Whether he cannot publish this letter 
do not arise in England, where the local | separately, and so avoid the necessity | 
authorities are the rating authority, | shall otherwise be under of publishing 
he will consider the advisability of assi- | it myself ! 
milating the Irish system to that in force | 
in England. ‘ Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I do not know 

m a ee 7 that there is any objection to my 

THe ATTORNEY GEN ERAL FOR hon. friend’s publishing the letter. 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- There may be parts of it which it might 
derry, N.): At the request of my right | be expedient to make public; but I 
hon. friend I will reply to this question. | daresay my hon. friend will exercise a 
I am aware of the decision referred to, | ;ice discretion in that respect. 
which is now under appeal. I do not 5 
admit, however, that if the decision be} fp. GIBSON BOWLES: I shall be 
upheld all the consequences mentioned quite ready to omit any portion the publi- 
will follow from it. I think it is gene-| cation of which may be contrary to the 
rally admitted that the Irish system of public interest. ; . 
valuation by a skilled central body is | 
superior to that existing in this country. 
The reply to the last paragraph is, there- 
fore, in the negative. 


Sirk FORTESCUE FLANNERY put 
a question the point of which was under- 
stood to be that there had been no debate 

Mr. FIELD: Can the right hon. Gen-| Whatever on Class 3 of the Naval Votes, 
tleman say if it is the intention of the| Which provided for an expenditure ot 
English Government to assimilate the | Ver nine millions. He hoped the First 

Lord would make special arrangements 
for some discussion of it. 


English system with that in Ireland ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: (That question | 
should be addressed to the First Lord of [No answer was returned. ] 
the Treasury. 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, 
GIBRALTAR WORKS—COMMITTEE’S | N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
REPORT. Treasury whether he can state when 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn/the promised Reports of the Gibraltar 
Regis): I beg to ask the First Lord of Committee will be laid upon the Table. 
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1421 New Bills. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Report 


has been laid, and I hope it will be in the 
hands of hon. Members by Thursday 
next. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can state on what 
day he proposes to make his promised 
statement of the decision of the Govern- 
ment as to the naval works at Gibraltar. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman will put a question to the 
Secretary to the Admiralty on Thursday, 
I think he will be able to make such a 
statement as can be compressed into the 
limits of an answer to a question. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON IRISH 
UNIVERSITY EDUCATION. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
has received a communication from the 
secretary to the Irish Trades Congress 
urging that the minutes of evidence of 
the Royal Commission on University 
Education should be printed in Ireland ; 
and whether, assuming the sittings of the 
Commission are held upon this side of 
the Channel, and seeing that the inquiry 
is one affecting Ireland only, he will 
undertake that the claim put forward 
on behalf of Irish printers will be favour- 
ably considered. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have re- 
ceived the communication to which the 
hon. Gentleman refers. I have no doubt 
the Commission find it convenient to 
have many of its meetings on this side 
of St. George’s Channel, but as it is an 
Irish Commission dealing exclusively 
with an Irish question I think, in all 
probability, the printing will be done in 
Ireland. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): Can the First Lord of the Treasury 
say when the Votes will be taken for the 
salaries of the Colonial Secretary and of 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
as well as the War Office Vote? I think 
we ought to have some notice. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 


shire, Forest of Dean): And as to the 
Shipbuilding Vote ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is quite im- 


possible for me to make a statement now 
as to when these various matters are to 
come up for discussion, but of course due 
notice will be given. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. WopbrHovusE reported from the 
Committee, That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure the 
following Fifteen Members in respect 
of the Youthful Offenders Bill :—Mr. 
Attorney General, Mr. Boland, Mr. Bond, 
Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Jesse Collings, Mr. 
Flower, Mr. Gray, Sir Brampton Gurdon, 
Sir William Harcourt, Mr. William John- 
ston, Mr. Lough, Mr. Mooney, Mr. Nicol, 
Mr. Orr-Ewing, and Mr. Yoxall. 


Mr. Wobenouse further reported from 
the Committee of Selection, That they 
had discharged the following Member 
from the Standing Committee on Trade 
(including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping. and Manufactures: Mr. 
Crombie ; and had appointed in substi- 
tution: Sir Joseph Leese. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. f 


NEW BILLS. 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL[Lords) 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 225.] 


RAILWAY (LABOUR DISPUTES) CON. 
CILIATION AND ARBITRATION. 

Bill to make better provision for Con- 
ciliation and Arbitration in Railway 
' Labour Disputes, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Bell, Mr. Tomkinson, Mr. 
Lawson Walton, Mr. Channing, Mr. 
Nannetti, Mr. Goddard, Mr. Colville, and 
Sir Fortescue Flannery. 


RAILWAY (LABOUR DISPUTES) CON- 
CILIATION AND ARBITRATION BILL. 
“To make better provision for Con- 

ciliation and Arbitration in Railway 

Labour Disputes,” presented, and read 

the first time ; to be read a second time 

upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 

| [Bill 226.] 
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CANAL TRAFFIC. *THe CHAIRMAN : How does the hon. 
Bill to provide for the better regulation | Member connect that question with the 
of Canal Traffic, ordered to be brought | Vote out of the Consolidated Fund ? 
in by Mr. Holland, Mr. Emmott, Mr. — ee , 
Field, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Sir Alfred Base mig tira is an Appropria- 
Hickman, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Joseph omens , 





Walton, Mr. Whitley, and Mr. Wolff. Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
CANAL TRAFFIC BILL. chester, E.): A Consolidated Fund Bill. 


To provide for the better regulation; \fg, DILLON: It is the same thing. 
of Canali Traffic, presented, and read | This is a resolution in Committee of 
the first time ; to be read a second time | Ways and Means, which is to be followed 
upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. | by a Consolidated Fund Bill. I assume 
[Bill 227. ] that the resolution is concerned with 

- ie sae | some of the large Votes granted for the 

WAYS AND MEANS. |use of the Army. If that is so, I am 

Dis Se ie . _entitled to raise the question of the con- 
Considered in Committee. | duet of the war. 

ae ee) | *Tae CHAIRMAN: I do not think 

[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- | that that follows as a matter of course. 

rith) in the Chair. ] | It depends upon the services for which 

Motion made, and Question proposed, | the money is required. 

“ That towards making good the Supply | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis), 

granted to His Majesty for the service of | on a point of order, suggested that this 

the year ending on the 3lst day of) was a resolution on which it was intended 

March, 1902, the sum of £35,443,233 be | to found a Consolidated Fund Bill. That 

granted out of the Consolidated Fund of | Bill did not appropriate sums to specific 

the United Kingdom.” | purposes, but it authorised the Treasury 

to issue the sum named out of the Con- 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked the solidated Fund for the expenses of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for some year. Was not that issue authorised by 
explanation as to what had necessitated the Bill an act of Supply? If so, did it 
the introduction of this resolution. Did not come under the rule that grievance 
the resolution cover a large amount of, must precede Supply ? 


the Supplies voted for the continuance) , 2 
of the war in South Africa? [fso, he) “~PHE CHAIRMAN oi I do not think 
would be entitled to raise the whole ques- | that the rule as to grievance preceding 
tion of the conduct of the war. [Cries of Supply is applicable. ; Under this Bill 
“Oh, oh!”] Hon. Members might not @bout £21,000,000 wil be issued for the 
like it, and indeed it was neither his| Army services. These Army services, 
desire nor his intention to doso; but he| Which have been already voted, are 
wished to raise a comparatively narrow | military education, miscellaneous ser- 
point, but one of which had become a Vices, pensions, superannuation, ord- 
question of definite matter, of infinite nance factories, remounts and so forth. 
public importance, seeing that it had I was asking the hon. Member for East 
attracted unfavourable comment, not Mayo how he could connect the conduct 
only in what was called the pro-Boer of Lord Kitchener in not sending tuller 
press, but in newspapers which supported telegrams with any of the Votes to which 
the Government. He referred to the | this Bill applies. 

plan of keeping the people of this country | Mr. DILLON: The larger part of the 
in the blankest Le aged of what was) um is for miscellaneous effective services 
going on in South Africa. All the | —in other words, for the conduct of the 
country was treated to ee. ee of | war, including the pay of Lord Kitchener. 
telegrams from Lord Kitchener, some | ix ~ 
three or four lines long, which might be} *THe CHAIRMAN: There is no Vote 
. described as the weekly butcher’s bill. | for it. 
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Mr. DILLON: What are the mis-}| £35,000,000 was to be used for the 
cellaneous effective services ? | support of the Army in South Africa. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Second | *THeE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
Reading of the Consolidated Fund) CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bill will come on on Thursday, and) Bristol, W.): I think it is more than 
then the hon. Member will have probable that that will be so, but this 
before him exactly the Votes with which | does not settle the point upon which the 
the Bill deals. There will be a full and | hon. Gentleman asked the ruling of the 
much more convenient opportunity for| Chair. The hon. Member for King’s 
debate then. | Lynn has suggested that the debate 

| might extend to services not included in 

Mr. DILLON said the First Lord of | the resolution, because the War Office 


the Treasury had correctly defined the! in certain circumstances can allocate 


Pre + ° | . . 
position. No doubt it would be a more} money voted for one service to another 


convenient opportunity for a long dis-| service. But it would not be possible in 


eussion on the Second Reading. This, | Committee of Supply to raise a debate 
however, was a question of order, and it} on a Vote which was not before the 
was not his intention to do what he was| Committee because of the power of the 
entitled to do—namely, to raise a general | War Office to allocate the money in that 
discussion on the conduct of the war.) way, but the discussion would have to 
He wanted to call attention to the un-| be confined to the Vote actually before 


satisfactory character of the news placed | 
before the public in regard to the conduct | 
of the war generally, and the widespread 
dissatisfaction which existed in this 
country as to the insufficiency of the news 
sent from South Africa. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is why 
I asked the hon. Member how he con- 
nected that subject with this resolution, 
and I[ still think that he has not 
answered the question. I have been 
endeavouring to find out how 
he can connect his observations 
with any of the Votes contained 
in the resolution, and they do not 
seem to me to be connected with them . 
inany way. There is nothing about the 
salary of Lord Kitchener, and the pay of 
the Army is not borne on any of these 
Votes. 


the Committee. 


Mr. DILLON said the Committee 
had not yet heard a definite statement 
as to whether any of the £35,000,000 
was to be used for the purposes of the 
war in South Africa. He believed 
that a large portion of the Vote was for 
the expenses of the war in South Africa, 
and therefore he was surely entitled to 
ask a few questions on the subject. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: There is a Vote 
for transport and remounts, and that 
of course is applicable to the war in 
South Africa; but I do not think that 
on this question it would be possible to 
discuss the conduct of Lord Kitchener in 
not sending fuller telegrams. The same 
rule must apply now upon this resolution 
as would apply in Committee of Supply. 
On any particular Vote you must discuss 


"a question connected with that Vote. 


Mr."GIBSON BOWLES: Is it not a 
fact that this sum is issued for the services 
of the Army, and that any portion of it 
may be by the direction of the Treasury 
diverted to any portion of Army service ? 
If that be so, does not the issue of any 
sum for Army services cover any portion | 
of the grievances connected with any | 
portion of it ? 


Mr. DILLON asked the Secretary of | 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) asked whether for the convenience 
of the Committee the Chairman would 
read the Votes which were covered by 
this resolution. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : “ War Office Esti- 
mates—-military education, miscellaneous 
effective services, pensions and other 
non-effective charges, superannuation, 





State for War, or the right hon. Gentle- | compensation allowances and gratuities, 

man the Chancellor of the Exchequer, | works, buildings, and repairs, transport 
. | ° ” 

to say whether any portion of the | and remounts, and ordnance factories. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 


this was a very important point. Was 
he not right in saying that any one of the 
items of money allocated to these pur- 


poses might be by the direction of the | 
Treasury diverted to the salary of Lord | 


Kitchener, the salary of the censor, or to 
any other purpose connected with the 
war? That being so, was it not open 
to an hon. Member on a general issue 


like this Consolidated Fund. and con- | 


sidering the power of diverting such 
sums, to raise grievances before this 


kind of Supply ? 


*ToHe CHAIRMAN: It is true that 
with the assent of the Treasury money 
voted for one purpose may be used for 
another, but I do not think that opens 
the discussion upon all the other purposes 
to which the Treasury assent that the 
money might be applied, because, if so, all 
limitation would be futile. On any 
particular Estimate it would be open to 
any hon. Member while discussing the 
Estimate to say—-“ It is true that this 
money is to be devoted to a particular 
Estimate, but the Treasury may permit 
it to be devoted to another Estimate ; 
therefore I do not propose to discuss the 
{stimate before the Committee, but some 
other subject not before the Committee.” 
The same rule of relevancy must apply to 
a resolution which empowers the money 
to be devoted to its objects as to a resolu- 
tion in Committee of Supply. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) asked whether the Govern- 
ment had any information as to 500 
horses having been captured by the Boers 
from a remount station near Colesberg, 
at the latter end of May last. 


~ Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford): I have already answered the 
hon. Member’s question. I have no 
information. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said if one 


could be perfectly certain of all the news 
which came from South Africa one 
could accept the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman with perfect equanimity, 
but in one or two cases certain items of 
news came from various sources, and 
the Government knew nothing about 
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Means. 


|them. He would like to ask what was 
| being done with regard to the remounts 
in Cape Colony, whether the horses there 
had been commandeered, or whether the 
horses were being left for agricultural 
purposes on the farms. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I think that the 
| bewilderment in the mind of hon. 

Members arises from the common prac- 
|tice of Parliament, founded upon a 
necessity of which I am not aware, of 
attaching a certain air of mystery to 
these proceedings in Ways and Means. 
The Committee is only told of the reso- 
lution ; it comes upon us like a thunder- 
bolt, and it seems to be a much more 
formidable and terrible proceeding than 
it really is, because of the mystery attach- 
ing to it. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer moves a resolution in Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, but we never 
see the resolution ; it is not put on the 
Paper for the information of the House 
until the House is called upon to ‘stand 
and deliver,” and to pass the resolution. 
You, Sir, have been reading from a 
document which enumerates the Votes 
dealt with. Why should it not be given 
to the House? This is a matter for 
which I do not blame the Government 
in the least, but it seems to be a somewhat 
futile and anomalous proceeding that 
the House should be put in the position 
in which it now finds itself. The Leader 
| of the House is right in saying that in the 
main this stage is purely formal, and 
that the proper time to raise any serious 
questions involved in the money voted 
is on the Second Reading of the Bill. 
But it is certainly anomalous that unde- 
scribed resolutions should come as it were 
from the blue sky, and should not be 
explained, except in the most general 
terms, by the Minister. The Committee 
generally is placed at a disadvantage. 
| You, Sir, have ruled that any discussion 
must be confined to the subject actually 
involved, and I think you are undoubt- 
edly right, but the Committee cannot 
exercise any intelligent confidence in your 
decision unless we know what are the 
subjects in the resolution. The Govern- 
ment are acting according to rule, but I 
think that the rule and practice are bad, 
and I hope that there may be some ar- 
rangement made to avoid this difficulty 
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in future. We quite understand that | paign. It had been shown that on the 
there is necessity for some kind of secrecy | question of buying remounts, and getting 
before the Budget is introduced, in order | horses suitable for the campaign in South 
that there may be no premature dis-| Africa, the officials had been guilty of 
closure of the terms of the Government’s | the greatest blunders. It was notorious 
proposals. But there is no necessity in| that horses had been sent out which, 
this case, and I think it would be a good | when they arrived in South Africa, were 
thing if in the future a simpler method | found to be wholly unsuitable. Having 
regard to the fact that the war was 
| being carried on in such a fashion, 

Mr. DILLON said that he wasinagree-| he hoped the discussion upon its 
ment with the views of the right hon.| general conduct would be taken at 
Gentleman. Except in the case of the) an early date. With regard to transport 
Budget resolutions, there was no reason | arrangements, he too might say he had 
for not giving notice of all resolutions | received a number of letters from private 
to be moved in Committee of Ways and | soldiers which said that on some of the 
Means. He hoped that in future reason-| ships the men had been treated most 
able information would be given to the | disgracefully, and the accommodation 
| provided for them was grossly insufficient. 
| 
| 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South} *Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
Molton) asked the Secretary of State for | ton, E.): There has been a good deal of 
War how long the Government could) misapprehension in regard to the pro- 
carry on the war without coming to) cedure that has been adopted. The 





were adopted. 


House. 


, x ‘ es pe ‘. ‘ 
Parliament for further funds. He also | Secretary to the Treasury was quite right 
asked whether the Second Reading of the | when he said this is not an Appropria- 
Consolidated Fund Bill would be the} tion Bill. It is a Consolidated Fund 
first Order of the day. | Bill. Money for the publie service is 

voted in Supply, and the Vote is sanc- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon.!| tioned by the House on Report. But 
Member's first question does not come/ that is not sufficient to get the money 
within the terms of any of the Votes | out of the Treasury. Sir Erskine May 
included in the resolution. As regards | said with reference to that procedure— 
his second question, the Second Reading} « Until a grant in Supply has been appropri- 
of the Bill will be put down as first Order. | ated by statute to the service and object for 
| which the grant is destined, the Treasury, unless 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND remarked | therwise ordered, is not capable of making the 
pane ne eases a ‘alt ‘elaine issue of the sum so granted from the Consoli- 
that, even after the interchange o vleWS | dated Fund. The introduction of the Appro- 
that had taken place, they were still in priation Bill cannot, however, take place until 
the dark as to the Votes covered by the | all the grants have been voted for the service 
soleil | of the current year, a process usually ranging 
eeamantaal | over a period of six months. A more prompt 
dh he x | issue must therefore be made of the money 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: All the Votes granted from time to time for the current ser- 
that have been taken in Committee of | vice oy apes re trom —. to 
‘ ae agree sport will be | time Bills are passed during each session known 
Supply and agreed to on Repor l | as Consolidated Fund Bills, which empower the 
included. | Treasury to issue out of the Consolidated Fund 
| for the service of the Departments for whose 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND observed | use the grants are voted se — as they 
“¢ : weve ‘ , iven | May require in anticipation of the statutory 
, ‘ F ‘ en given | MY . whee ’ 
that if i. hat information h id be ee | sanction granted by the Appropriation Act.” 
at first it would have saved this discussion. | s . 
He hoped a division would be taken in| There is no statutory sanction until the 
order to indicate the view held on the} Appropriation Act is passed for the 
question of remounts. It had been| expenditure of the year. By the Bill 
abundantly proved that in regard to that | now to be brought in, the Treasury is 
subject there had been more incom- | authorised to issue the money, but it 
petency and more blundering by the War | will not be an Appropriation Act. Sir 
Office than inregard to any other matter | Erskine May goes on to explain that the 
in the whole of the South African cam-| first Consolidated Fund Bill of the session 
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must be passed during the month of 
March. That Bill finally appropriates 


the amount of the Supplementary Esti- | 


mates and of the expenditure which has 
taken place between the close of the last 
session and the end of the financial year. 
Then— 


‘‘the remaining Consolidated Fund Bills are 
passed, during the progress of the session, at 
such times as may be requisite forthe main- 
tenance of the public service.” 


The Committee will see from that that 
this is a simple form of procedure to 
authorise the Treasury to sign cheques 
and the Paymaster General to pay them, 
which until this Bill is passed they cannot 
do. But the final appropriation of the 
money voted this year will be made at 
the proper time by the Appropriation 
Act which will be passed during the last 
week of the session. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) asked for informa- 
tion as to the sufficiency of the supply of 
remounts in South Africa. Very little 
news had been published as to what was 
being done by the War Office in this 
direction. A month or two ago an 
assurance was given that Lord Kitchener 
had sufficient horses for his requirements. 
Since then comparatively few horses had 
been imported into South Africa, while, 
according to private information he had 
received, the colonial stock—the horses 
in South Africa—was now running 
short, and there would be some difficulty 
in finding remounts unless a large num- 
ber were imported. The only notice he 
had seen of fresh remounts going to 
South Africa was that of a shipload of 
about 1,000 horses from South America 
the other day, and those, he believed, 
were not considered to be of the best 
description for the purpose. Statements 
had repeatedly been made that the great 
difficulty in South Africa was not the 
scarcity of rifles or of ammunition, but 
the question of horses. The war would 
be decided by our being able to outlast 
our enemies in the matter of horseflesh, 
and that could only be done by keeping 
up a good supply of remounts. He 
therefore hoped an assurance would be 
given that the supply of horses was not 
running short, and that the Government 
were fully alive to their responsibilities 
in this matter. 


Sir Henry Fowler. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I respect- 
fully repeat that this has invarmbly been 
regarded as a purely formal stage of the 
procedure, and, because I understood 
that it would be again so regarded, | 
promised to put the Bill down as first 
Order on Thursday. Of course it is im- 
possible that we should have a discussion 
to-night and another on Thursday. I 
earnestly hope, therefore, that the Com- 
mittee will treat it on this occasion as 
it always has been treated before, as a 
formal stage, and I will then put the Bill 
down as first Order on Thursday. 


Means. 


Mr. LAMBERT desired to know of 
whom he should ask a question with 
regard to the period for which the war 
could go on without pressing the 
Treasury. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN said that that 
question hardly arose on the resolution 
before the Committee. 


Mr. LAMBERT pointed out that the 
subject of remounts could be discussed 
on the present occasion, and his question 
would naturally arise on that. But he 
did not want to discuss it ; he merely 
wished to know to whom he should 
apply for the information. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
that it is relevant to the Votes which 
have been put from the Chair. 


'*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliffe) regretted the First Lord of 
the Treasury had not made some re- 
sponse to the appeal of the Leader of 
the Opposition. A great deal of time 
had been lost owing to the Committee 
not knowing exactly the business that 
was coming on. All would acknow- 
ledge that in one sense the present 
was a formal stage, but in another sense 
it was not. The House of Commons had 
now to watch very jealously every 
opportunity of discussing matters, and 
naturally, when Members saw that a 
resolution was to be moved in Committee 
of Ways and Means, they snatched at 
the idea that certain discussion might 
take place. They all understood that 
nothing could be brought up other than 
the matters contained in the Votes 
covered by the resolution {put from 
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the Chair, but everything contained 
in those Votes could be discussed, and; 
although the Secretary to the Treasury 
had attempted to draw a distinction 
between a Consolidated Fund Bill and an 
Appropriation Bill, there was no dis- 
tinction in respect of the discussion 
which might ensue. Everything arising 
under the Votes which made up the 
sum of £35,443,233 in the resolution 
could be discussed; that was the 
point he desired to make good. He 
also wished to press on the Leader 
of the House the desirability of most 
seriously considering whether he could 
not respond to the appeal of the 
Leader of the Opposition, so that Mem- 
bers might know in every case, except 
that of the Budget, the business that 
was coming on. Such an arrangement 
would save a great deal of time, and he 
hoped the matter would be seriously 
considered. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire) said 
that in a recent debate the Secretary of 
State for War quoted a portion of a 
telegram from Lord Kitchener to the 
effect that he had plenty of mounted 
men and ample remounts. That tele- 
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gram had not been laid on the Table, 
and as only a portion of it had been 
quoted he thought the Committee were 
entitled to press for it on the present 
occasion. He therefore asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman proposed te 
give Members the full telegram, so that 
they could judge of Lord Kitchener's 
statement for themselves. If he would 
not do that, could he repeat the assur- 
ance that Lord Kitchener was. still 
amply satisfied with the number of horses 
and mounted men generally that he 
had in South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I do not think it is 
very convenient to lay isolated telegrams 
in the way the hon. Member proposes. 
I quoted the exact words of Lord Kit- 
chener, and thereisno change whatever 
in his attitude as regards either mounted 
I am in constant 


Means. 


men or remounts. 
communication with him, and he is 
absolutely satisfied at the present 


moment with the supplies he is receiving 
from England. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 330: 
Noes, 66. (Division List No. 275.) 
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FINANCE BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 3 :— 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said his Amendment raised 
the question whether an export duty 
ought to be levied upon small coal as 
well as large. This in South Wales and 
other parts of the country was a very 
important matter. He proposed to in- 
sert the words “large or through and 
through.” The effect of this would be 
that the duty would be taken off small 
coal, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would have the opportunity of telling 
them whether in dealing with small coal 
he proposed to put upon it a smaller 
duty than upon the larger and more 
valuable kind of coal. He would like 
to see this duty restricted to large coal, 
but at any rate he hoped the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be able to meet 


‘the owners of small collieries with respect 


to the exemption of small coal from the 
duty. The effect of putting the same 
duty on all kinds of coal would be very 
serious. Speaking broadly, large coal 
was sold f.o.b. at 12s. per ton, while the 
price of small coal would be about 6s. 
per ton. When coal was at 12s. a tax 
of 1s. became a duty of 8 per cent. upon 
large coal. A duty at the same rate 
upon small coal at 6s. per ton amounted 
to 16 percent. It was not fair to impose 
twice the percentage on small as upon 
large coal. In some collieries the propor- 
tion of large to small coal was very great ; 
whilst in others there was a very much 
bigger percentage of the smaller coal. 
Take as an illustration a colliery pro- 
ducing four tons of large to every one of 
small, and suppose that amount was 
1,000tons. According to that percent- 
age of large and small coal they would 
have 800 tons of large and 200 tons of 
small. The value of 800 tons at 12s. per 
ton would be £480 and 200 tons at 6s. 
would be worth £60. The price of 1.000 
tons in that proportion would be £540, 
and upon that they levied a duty of £50 
at 1s. per ton. Take another colliery 
further west, in Glamorganshire, where 
out of 1,000 tons only 300 were large 
and 700 small. Those 300 tons at 12s. 
would produce £180, and 700 tons at 6s. 
would make a total of £210. From 
this colliery 1,000 tons only produced 
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£390, upon which was levied £50 duty, | rate for both small and large coal. It 
and yet upon a commodity worth £540 appeared to him to be a very hard thing 
only the same amount of duty was im- that one colliery producing small coal, 
posed. That was a very important and exporting it to Belgium, France, or 
matter. He gave those two illustrations | Italy, should have to pay this duty, while 
to show how the inequality would work a colliery in the same district producing 
in cases where the collieries were not so the same coal for home consumption 
valuable, and that was the reason why would contribute nothing in the shape 
they should be treated much more merci- of duty. Those were the considerations 
fully. If they put this large duty upon which had induced him to put down this 
the smali coal it must have a tendency Amendment, and the right hon. Gentle- 
to destroy the market for small coal. man was not able to meet them to that 
The result would be that, in many cases extent; he hoped that when they came 
where the small coal was now brought to to a quality of coal which was worth 
the bank, it would be left underground. only 6s. a ton he did not propose to make 
That was a very important matter, the duty payable 1s. a ton. 
affecting the safety of the men, for if the 
small coal was left in the mine there was | Amendment proposed— 
a greater danger ot expl sions occurring. + hn ie ®, Une 29, after the word ‘on’ to 
Cherefore, trom the point of view ol the insert the words ‘large or through and 
satety ot the miners, it was unportant through.’ ”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 
that they should not discourage the 
raising of small coal to the bank. If Question proposed, “That those words 
they imposed this large duty upon the be there inserted.’’ 
small coal, then the tendency would be 
that three-fourths of the people who *Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
worked collieries would be encouraged Member for Mid Glamorgan will perhaps 
rather to keep the coal inside the pit forgive me for saying that I think he has 
rather than deliver it on the bank. A_ been rather prolific in Amendments upon 
great deal had been said about the large this particular matter. 
fortunes made by coalowners, and he had 
no objection whatever to see them taxed. fp, SAMUEL EVANS: They are all 
If they had ample time to go into the good Amendments, and there is no harm 
figures with regard to these collieries. in them. 
they would find, even with regard to those 
mines producing the best coal, that the’ *siz M, HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
average return to the c alowner was not Member has made three proposals. In 
so large as had been represented by the | the first place he suggested a graduated 
right hon. Gentleman. He knew of one duty of 6d. on large coal, 4d. on through 
colliery employing bet ween S00 and 900 and through coal, and 2d. on small coal, 
men where the interest paid on the without reference to value. Then he 
capital sunk in the colliery was not mOFre | proposed a similar scale of duty. 
than one and a half to two per cent. The based on the value as well as the 
small collieries depended toa large extent description of the coal. These pro- 
upon the small coal which they were posals appear to me to be entirely 
able to sell in order to make a profit, and impracticable, and either of them would 
with this tax they would not be able to apeolutely destroy the vield from the 
sell it in bad times. It was perfectly duty which I have proposed. The third 
true that if these coltieries were unable proposal, which he has just laid before 
to dispose of their small coal at a profit the Committee, was that, while the duty 
they would have to close their collieries should be 1s. a ton on large and through 
altogether. Therefore, trom both these | and through coal, small coal should be 
points of view, he hoped the Chancellor altogether exempt from any duty. But 
of the Exchequer was convinced that the then comes the difficult question of what 
duty ought not to be placed on small coal j, small coal, I have been endeavouring 
at all. He hoped, at any rate, that the | ¢, ascertain that for some time past. | 
right hon. Gentleman did not propose have communicated with many autho- 
to make the duty payable at the same rities on the subject, in different parts of 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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the country, and with several Members | 
of this House. I am aware that the 
subject has been discussed by the Mining 
Association, but many different views | 
were expressed, and no decision was 
arrived at. The difficulty of defining 
small coal is clearly shown by the 
various Amendments which have been 
placed on the Paper with a view 
to arriving at a definition. I[ am 
sure that hon. Members acquainted with 
this subject will be ready to admit that 
there is a great deal of small coal of a low 
value, and it is that which, I think, the 
hon. Member opposite has in his mind. 
But there is also a good deal of small 
coal of a higher value than some large 
coal. Iam informed that the bituminous 
small coal, which goes through avery small 
sieve, is of as high a value as the large 
coal from the same district. So that any 
attempt to differentiate between large 
and small coal would be absolutely unfair, 
and would not secure what I believe the 
hon. Member opposite desires. There 
are Amendments on the Paper pre- 
scribing the size of the mesh through 
which small coal should pass, with the 
view of arriving at a definition of small 
coal. But, in my opinion, it would be 
absolutely impossible to legislate on 
such a basis as that. It would be 
troublesome to the trader to attempt 
to stereotype in an Act of Parliament the 
size of the mesh which should differen- 
tiate between the coal. I am informed, 
too, that it is not only a question of the , 
size of the mesh when settling what is 
small and what is large coal, but that the 
angle at which the screen is placed has 
a very material effect on the process of 
screening. At many ports there are 
practically no facilities for screening, and 
although there would be a screen, I 
suppose, at every colliery, the Customs 
ofticers could not attend them. Again, 
a good deal of coal is sold without 
being screened at all. I think I 
have now dealt with the Amendment 
of the hon. Member, and I contend 
that I have shown that it would 
be impossible and unfair for the Com- 
mittee to exempt small coal, as such, 
from the operation of a duty which 
would apply to large coal of less value | 
than some kinds of small coal. I observe | 
on the Paper Amendments attempting 
to graduate the duty on an ad valorem | 
basis. There is a great deal that is taking’ 
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in that proposal, but I do not think it is 
likely to commend itself to hon. Members 


'from those parts of the country where 


the most valuable coal is produced, 
because it is perfectly obvious that, if we 
attempt anything of the kind, I shall have 
to ask the Committee to sanction a rate 
of duty higher on the more valuable coal 
than that which has been already sanc- 
tioned. I am not quite sure that that 
would be fair in all cases, for some of the 
very valuable coal is, I imagine, produced 
at a cost, owing to the depth of the pits 
and a variety of reasons, which make the 
profits to the owners not greater, at any 
rate, than those on some of the inferior 
kinds of coal which are produced at much 
less cost. Further, any attempt at an 
ad valorem duty would, I cannot help 
thinking, entail so many chances of 
fraud and so many cases of dispute 
between the Custom House officers and 
the persons interested, and so much con- 
tinual trouble to the trade as to render it 


| almost impracticable. 


Having gone through the different pro- 
posals I come to what the hon. Member 
seems to me to have really in his mind, 
and that is what I alluded to last night 
—namely, the more favourable dealing 
in point of duty{with the cheapest class 
of coal. That is a point on which I am 
prepared to meet the hon. Member and 
hon. Members on this side of the House, 
who are equally interested in the subject. 
There are two ways in which it might be 
met, but in either case it would be by 
a rebate of the duty in the Bill. We 
might either give a rebate of part of the 
duty on coal below a certain price f.o.b., 
or we might give a rebate of the whole of 
the duty on lesser priced coal. I have 
been personally rather inclined to the 
former course, but I have reason to sup- 
pose that the latter course would be more 
Members who are 
interested in this matter, and who desire 
some amelioration for this kind of coal. 
This particular point of the Bill is not, 
however, the point at which an Amend- 
ment of that kind can properly be moved. 
If hon. Members will look at the wording 


of the Bill, they will see that we will come 


to that point later in the clause, probably 
at the end of line 31, and I hope I shall 
be able by the time we get there to suggest 
definite proposals to the Committee, 
which may deal with this matter in one 
or other of the ways I have mentioned. 
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I may say that I have also examined the 
case of patent fuel, and I feel that, having 


regard to the interests of our manufac- | 


turers of patent fuel, we must treat 
patent fuel in the same way as we treat 


small coal, and therefore any proposal | 


I will make on the subject will apply to 
patent fuel also. I hope the hon. Member 
will not now press his Amendment. 


Mr. McLAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth) said he was very glad to hear the 
favourable view the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had taken of the represen- 
tations addressed to him, and after what 
the right hon. Gentleman had said he 
would suggest that the Amendment be 
withdrawn. Before the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer submitted to the Com- 
mittee the exact terms in which he was 
prepared to allow small coal to go out of 
the country he ought to carefully con- 
sider the effect of railway rates on the 
price of coal f.o.b. He had had various 
figures suggested to him, such as 5s. and 
6s., but although they might suit Dur- 
ham and Northumberland very well, 
where the collieries were near the sea, 
any hard and fast line would operate very 
hardly in collieries in South Yorkshire, 
Derbyshire, and Leicestershire, and also 
in South Wales, where some of the most 
prolific collieries, not the very best col- 
lieries, had a rate to the sea of 2s. or 2s. 6d. 
He could state from personal knowledge 
that, unless collieries in South Wales 
got a fair return for their small coal, 
it would be impossible for them to pay. 


He was not addressing the Committee | 


as a colliery proprietor, but as the repre- 
sentative of a constituency which con- 
tained a large number of miners, who 
would feel the direct effect of cutting 
down profits by the unfair treatment of 
small coal. In South Wales the sliding 
scale would operate to reduce wages next 
month ; already a reduction of wages 
was in operation in Durham, and a 
reduction was freely talked of in the 
Midlands in the autumn. That seemed 
to him to be the very worst time to try 
an experiment which would affect wages 
without the most prolonged and most 
vareful consideration. He had not the 
least doubt that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would give the subject that con- 
sideration, because the right hon. Gentle- 
man now saw the intricacies of the ques- 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


{tion and the complications which every 
step involved. The coalowners’ were 
willing to bear their share of the national 
burden ; all they asked was that the 
duty should be put on in such a way as to 
cause the least friction in carrying out 
their obligations. If there was one thing 
which a coal owner abhorred and feared 
more than another, it was the question 
‘of a wages dispute with his workmen, 
He hoped the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would take into account the 
'various burdens which the colliery 
owners had to bear, and if, in fixing the 
limit of the abatement of the duty, 
regard yere given to the price at the pit’s 
mout! ,qiid not to the price f.o.b., or by 
some combination which could be arrived 
at without any difficulty, the gift which 
it was proposed to give to the coalowners 
and miners would be doubly valuable. 
He felt sure the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer appreciated the importance of 
the question, and he sincerely hoped 
that the right hon. Gentleman would be 
able to meet them in South Wales and the 
Midlands on as favourable terms as he 
had met Members from the North of 
England. 
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Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) said he was very glad indeed to 
find that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was prepared to some extent to meet 
the demands that had been made on him 
from different parts of the country with 
regard to the coal duty. He confessed 
that he did not fully understand the 
purport of the concession which the 
right hon. Gentleman was prepared to 
make, but at the same time he did not 
think that it went nearly as far as the 
demand which they in West Glamorgan- 
shire thought they had a right to make. 
The Amendment of his hon. friend in 
effect would secure the total exemption 
‘ of what was called small coal. Of course, 

the words “small coal” and “ large 
coal” were technical terms, but they 
were fairly well known in the trade, and 
contracts were made and carried out 
every day in respect of them. So far as 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer based 
|his argument against the Amendment 
| on the difficulty of drawing a distinction 
| between the different classes of coal he 
would respectfully point out that that 
‘was really a matter of language to be 
‘ 
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determined by a definition in the Bill. | small coal, was pitch. In some instances 
'this very substance had been imported 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer referred 
to the questions of the mesh and the 
angle, but it would be quite easy to find 
a form of words which would put 
beyond all doubt what was the meaning 
of “large coal” as opposed to “ small 
coal.”” He was informed that the ordi- 
nary screen which separated large coal 
from small coal had a 14 inch mesh. If 
that were taken as the basisfor distinction, 
the angle could also be determined. He 
did not, however, desire to enter into 
detail. What they in West Glamorgan- 
shire wished was the total exemption 
of small coal from the duty. The matter 
was from the point of revenue a very 
small one indeed. The amount of small 
coal exported from Swansea, except for 
coasting purposes, did not exeeed more 
than two or three cargoes a year. What, 
then, was the meaning of putting a duty 
on small coal for revenue purposes? What 
was really the important factor was the 
question of manufactured fuel, and he 
confessed that the answer of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer regarding it was 
entirely unsatisfactory. One of the 
largest manufacturers of patent fuel in 
West Glamorganshire had sent him a 
communication stating that before the 
manufacture of that fuel small coal was 
practically wasted, and remained in huge 
quantities at the collieries. It was by 
the energy of a former member of the 
House that the great patent fuel industry 
was started, by which small coal was 
utilised instead of being thrown aside at 
the mouth of the pit. The reason why 
they had taken such a great interest in 
the question was that if the manufac- 
tured article were to be taxed, an in- 
dustry which, notwithstanding obvious 
advantages, was not at present in a very 
flourishing condition, would be prac- 
tically destroyed. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in his promised concession in 
regard to small coal, had lost sight of the 
fact that it was not merely small coal 
compressed into blocks. It involved 
not only the use of most expensive 
machinery, but the introduction into 
the article in the course of its manufac- 
ture of a substitute called pitch, which 
was highly expensive. He should say, 
indeed, that from 10 to 15 per cent. of 
the substances in the 


manufactured | 
article, which he proposed to treat as | 


into Glamorganshire in order to carry 
on the patent fuel manufacturing busi- 
ness. If that was the case, surely the 
concession of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was wholly inadequate to meet 
the case. He ought not to treat the 
article as smal] coal at all, but to put it 
into a category by itself. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen- 
shire, E.) said that until he had received 
an idea of the full extent of the proposed 
concessions he should support his hon. 
and learned friend's Amendment. In 
fact, the Amendment was not incon- 
sistent with the position taken up by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, because 
the Amendment simply aimed at the 
exclusion of small coal altogether. He 
was surprised to hear the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer say that there was 
no definition of small coal. He (Mr. 
Thomas) supposed a lease was never 
granted of a colliery ini Wales in which 
there was not a difference in the percent- 
age of royalties charged on small coal 
as compared with large coal. He ven- 
tured to say that there were thousands 
of contracts made in the course of every 
year in Cardiff and Wales generally in 
which they specified for through and 
through and small coal only. There 
should be no difficulty in formulating 
the distinction between these coals. 
They were dealing with a tax which 
this year seemed to be reasonable enough, 
and which last year was reasonable 
enough. But in 1876, 1877, and 1878 
practically the whole of the small coal 
delivered and sold free on board never 
reached six shillings a ton, and was often 
as low as three shillngs. One would see, 
therefore, that a shilling tax during bad 
years was an impossible tax, although 
it was true that in a year like this and 
last year it very likely was a_ small 
matter. The whole idea of taxing coal 
was a leap in the dark. It was a very 
dangerous experiment, and _ still more 
dangerous when the Government were 
dealing with such substances as small 


coal, the price of which in bad times 


sank to an insignificant figure. 


*Sm JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, Bar- 
nard Castle) thought that those hon. 
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Gentlemen who were in the House when 
the right hon. Gentleman made the 
statement which he made must have 
felt that the difficulty of defining coal 
was very great indeed. If the right hon. 
Gentleman made any concession at all 
it should be a full and free concession. 
He thought that the only definition of 
small coal on which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer could act was that which its 
value afforded. But it would much 
facilitate discussion if the right hon. 
Gentleman would give particulars of the 
concession he proposed. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) 
took rather a different view of the con- 
cessions which had been given by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. He 
thought the concession which was pro- 
mised to the patent fuel manufacturers 
would be no concession at all. The right 
hon. Gentleman was going to tax small 
coal according to its value and put patent 
fuel upon the same basis, but inasmuch 
as the cost of manufacture of patent 
fuel was about double the price of small 
coal he could not see how that was to be 
done. The price of patent fuel never 
went down to anything like the price of 
small coal. The proper definition of 
small coal was that, whatever its size, so 


long as the price remained below 6s. it | 


was small coal. When the coal duties 
were in operation in 1842 and 1845 the 
duty was 2s. a ton on the large coal and 
Is. a ton on the small. The right hon. 
Gentleman was adding to the uncertainty 
of the revenue by this means; a year 
or two hence all coal might be shipped 
at only 5s.aton. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had no idea what proportion of 
coal shipped was small coal and what 
was large coal, yet notwithstanding his 
lack of knowledge upon that point he 
was going to make a leap in the 
dark by undertaking to remit duty 
altogether, or to charge a _ very 
small duty, on coal that was below 
the value of 5s. a ton. Such a thing 
would make a difference to the right hon. 
Gentleman of one-fourth or one-fifth of 
his revenue. He was glad the right hon. 
Gentleman had consented to consider 


the question of patent fuel. He thought 
the argument of the manufacturers 


was unanswerable, but he would point 
out that once the right hon. Gentleman 


Sir Joseph Pease. 


{COMMONS} 


1448 


Bill. 


made any remissions he accepted the 
principle of an ad valorem duty, and he 
could not tell where it would lead him to. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: I cannot 
say more than I have on the Amendment 
before the Committee. It is an Amend- 
ment which I have said I cannot admit, 
and therefore I think I must ask the 
Committee to come to a decision upon 
this matter. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said the 
question was an important one for South 
| Wales. Everybody in business there 

understood what small coal was. He 
| was glad the right hon. Gentleman 
| had made these concessions, and he was 
| grateful to him for them. 








| Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
| N.W.) recognised the value of the prin- 
| ciple of the concessions made, and was 
| inclined to think that at this stage it was 
| unnecessary to go to a division on the 
subject. But at the same time he desired 
| to point out that it would be a relief to 
| the north country Members if as soon as 
| possible some indication were given as to 
| the point which the right hon. Gentle- 
/man regarded as the point at which the 
|duty should be remitted. In Durham 
not more than 5 per cent. of the coal 
exported was small coal, but in 
| Northumberland it was something like 
|20 per cent. of the total export, and 
| Northumberland would be put at a dis- 
| advantage if a permanent charge, partly 
| payable in royalties and partly payable to 
‘the State, of 1s. 8d. a ton were made. 
| English coal was already heavily handi- 
capped in competing with foreign coal. 
The German competition, which was 
most keen of all, came from Westphalian 
coal, and if the price of English coal were 
increased the radius in which the com- 
petition of Westphalian coal was felt 
would be extended. He submitted that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
choose a low figure as the price at which 
duty on small coal should be remitted 
f.o.b., and if he did that he believed great 
satisfaction would be felt in the north. 





Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS moved an Amend- 
ment providing that the duty should be 
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levied on “‘ smokeless steam and Durham 
gas coal.’’ He said he did not intend to 
press this Amendment to a division ; his 
only object was to confine the duty to the 
coal which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in his Budget speech assured the 
House we had a practical monopoly of. 
There was no strong objection to im- 
posing an export duty on such coal, 
because it in no way affected the principle 
of free trade, but if it could be shown that 
there was no monopoly, then he sub- 
mitted it was‘a violation of the free trade 
principles upon which this country had 
prospered for fifty years. So far as 
South Wales was concerned there was 
no such monopoly; in all parts of the 
world competition with Welsh coal was 
increasing, and in the last ten years they 
had lost some great markets altogether. 


He therefore asked the right hon. Gentle- | 


man to confine this duty to such coal as 
had a monopoly. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 29, after the word ‘on,’ to 
insert the words ‘smokeless steam and Durham 
gas." —(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


Question proposed, * That those words 
| percentage of ash should not be larger 
‘than a 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1To | 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- | 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said the hon. | 


be there inserted.” 


Member could hardly expect the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to accept the 
Amendment, which would destroy the 
yield of the duty. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid), 
while admiring the self-sacrifice of the 
hon. Member for Merthyr, was not pre- 
pared to be laid with him on the same 
altar. If the hon. Member would ex- 


clude Durham, then he would vote for | 
'a great advantage to the coal trade of 


the Amendment. 


Mr. ROBSON said that though the 
Amendment might be moved in humour, 


it had great argumentative merits on | 4 ; 
‘desired to place before the Committee 


| very briefly the case for an ad valorem, 
| versus a specific, duty. 


the general principle; he pointed out 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had himself instanced smokeless Welsh 
and Durham gas coal as the two kinds | 
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| accepted they would know that this was 
/a trade tax imposed to the detriment 
| of the English producer and for the bene- 
| fit of the foreigner. Even if the Amend- 
/ment were not accepted now and its 
| principle conceded, a discussion might 
| be raised upon that question later on. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have 
| attempted in more than one way to 
| meet the reasonable views of hon. Gentle- 
/men opposite, and in return I am met 
with an Amendment that would abso- 
If the hon. 
does not agree with the 
tax let him vote against the clause ;_ but 
the Committee will discuss it in a business- 


like way. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS next proposed 


| that the duty should be charged on 


indicated by 
He pointed out 
that in small coal there was a percentage 
of ash to the extent of 15 per cent. on 


“the fixed carbon as 


incineration, and in most of the con- 


small coal 


tracts for the export of 
that the 


it was expressly provided 
certain amount, otherwise a 
penalty had to be paid. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 29, after the word ‘on,’ to 
insert the words ‘the fixed carbon as _ indi- 
cated by analysis in.’ ”—(Mr, David Thomas). 


Question, ‘‘ That those words be there 
inserted,” put and negatived. 


*Mr. LAW (Glasgow, Blackfriars) ad- 
mitted that the concession which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had _ inti- 
mated his intention of granting would be 


the country, especially that of Scotland ;. 


‘but he felt very strongly that the only 
| proper way of levying the duty was on 


the price f.o.b., and, therefore, he 


If this question 
were now being considered for the first 





that could hold their own in spite of | time, he was certain there would be no 
competition. The Amendment would | difference of opinion whatever that the 
confine the right hon. Gentleman’s| proper and only fair way, as between 
duty to his argument, and if it wasnot the different districts of the country 
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and the different collieries 
districts, would be to levy the tax in 
proportion to the price which could be 
obtained for the coal. There was a 
great difference in value between the 
various qualities of coal exported. There 
was still exported a considerable quantity 
of cannel coal which, although not large 
in comparison with the total amount 
exported, yet amounted to several hun- 
dred thousand tons per annum, was 
worth about £2 per ton. Then came 
the Welsh coal, of the value of 18s. 6d. 
or 19s. per ton, after which there was 
the Scotch coal, worth only one half 
the value of best Welsh. That meant 
that coal of one kind was taxed at 
only 24 per cent., another kind at 
only 5 per cent., while Scotch coal 
was taxed at more than 10 per cent., 
and Northumberland coal at nearly 10 
percent. But the case for an ad valorem 
duty was even stronger than those figures 
indicated. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer when introducing the Budget 
urged as his strongest argument in its 
favour that the tax would be paid by the 
foreigner. The right hon. Gentleman 
was probably not so sure of that now, 
and, at all events, to whatever extent 
it was true it applied only to coal in which 
we had a monopoly—more especially 
to Welsh coal, which had a monopoly 
absolutely in our own Navy and, to some 
extent, in other navies. If, therefore, 
Welsh coal could not pay its proportion 
of the tax according to its value, the 
main argument of the right hon. Gentle- 
man fell to the ground. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had stated that the 
Welsh Members would not approve of 
an ad valorem duty, but surely that 
could hardly be the case. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman opposite, in discussing 
a previous Amendment, had spent the 
whole of his time in proving that it was 
absolutely unfair to tax Welsh coal of a 
low quality at the same rate as Welsh 
coal of a higher value. If that was the 
view of the Welsh Members, how could 
they possibly maintain that it was fair 
to tax Scotch coal at the same rate as 
Welsh coal, seeing that the former had 
only half the value of the latter? On 
the question of expediency he admitted 
there was much to be said. There were 
difficulties with regard to the imposition 
-of an ad valorem tax, but they were not 


Mr. Law. 
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insuperable. There was no commodity 
upon which it would be easier to levy an 
ad valorem duty than would be the case 
with coal. But it was not necessary to 
argue the question, because, according 
to the public press, the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself had intimated to the repre- 
sentatives of the coal trade that if they 
were unanimous in desiring an ad valorem 
duty he would be prepared to concede it. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACHfsaid he could 
not admit the accuracy of that statement. 


*Mr. LAW said that whether or not 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer ad- 
mitted it, he was perfectly certain that 
if the right hon. Gentleman believed it 
was the right way of levying the tax, 
and consulted the people concerned, he 
would find a way of evercoming the 
difficulties. The difficulties in this matter 
were not half so serious as those which 
the right hon. Gentleman had already 
overcome in regard to the graduated 
tax on sugar. A great advantage of an 
ad valorem duty was that when the coal 
trade suddenly passed from a period of 
depression to a period of prosperity the 
revenue would get the advantage of the 
change, and it would get the benefit at a 
time when the coal trade would not 
feel the higher tax. All would admit 
that a year or two ago a tax of 2s. 6d. 
a ton would not have done half the harm 
to the coal trade that a tax of 1s. a ton 
would do at a time when the trade was 
depressed, profits were disappearing, and 
miners’ wages had been reduced to the 
lowest level. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in conducting this Bill had 
shown great patience and courtesy, and 
if he adhered to his proposal of a specific 
duty, it would be felt that he had mani- 
fested that most difficult of Christian 
virtues—-love to his enemies, politically. 
Wales returned to the House of Commons 
Members who were almost unanimous in 
their opposition to the Government, 
whereas Scotland, especially the part 
affected by the coal trade, and the North 
of England returned a large part of the 
majority which kept in power the right 
hon. Gentleman and the Government of 
which he was a Member; and yet, by 
levying the tax in the manner proposed, 
the right hon. Gentleman would impose 
upon Scotland a tax exactly twice as 
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heavy as that imposed upon Wales, 
and upon the North of England a 
tax nearly twice as heavy. 


Scotch coal. 
anybody could make but nobody prove. 
On the face of it it was obviously absurd. 
It implied that to extract Welsh coal cost 
&s. per ton more than to extract Scotch 
coal, which was hardly probable. But it 
was not a question of profits. There was 
the same difference between different 
collieries in the same district as between 
one district and another, and the only 
way to vary the tax would be to levy it 
on the profits themselves. Under the 
circumstances, he had stated the case 
very briefly, and not as strongly as he 
could have wished, for the case was a 
very strong one, and he believed that 
even vet the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would find it easier in practice to carry 
out an ad valorem duty than a tax which 
varied from nothing to a shilling, in the 
manner at present proposed. 


Amendment proposed-- 

“In page 2, line 30, to leave out the words 
‘aduty of one shilling per ton,’ and insert 
the words ‘an ad valorem duty of seven and a 
half per cent. on the price ‘* free on board,” but 
not exceeding one shilling per ton.’”—(Mr. 


Law.) 


*Stir M. HICKS BEACH : 
grateful to my hon. friend for the 
kind way in which he has referred to 
myself, and I can assure him that I am 
far from wishing to complain either of the 
Amendment which he has thought it 
necessary to place before the Committee, 
or of the manner in which he has pro- 
posed it. He has put forward, I frankly 
admit, a number of good arguments in 
favour of an ad valorem duty, and there 
is no doubt that in the case of an export 
duty there is more to be said in its favour 
than in the ease of an import duty, and 
that the difficulties are not so great. 
But I hope my hon. friend will not wish 
me to embark on any comparison of the 
respective interests in this matter of the 
different coalfields of the United King- 
dom. He has given me credit, at any 
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The Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer had said that, 
the question of profits came in, that | 
it cost very much more to obtain the) 
higher priced coal, and that, according to | 
his information, the profits per ton were | 
not greater on the Welsh than on the) 
That was a statement which | 


I am very 


Bill. 


rate, for impartiality in the manner in 
which I have dealt with this tax, and he 
has suggested that I have proposed the 
tax in such a way as to inflict greater 
burdens on my political friends than on 
those who are not supporters of the 
Government. Well, Sir, if that subject 
were followed to its conclusion I am 
afraid we should be led into a comparison 
of the national rights of Scotland and 
Wales, not to say the North of England, 
which might rather detract from the 
harmony of our discussion, and not lead 
to any satisfactory conclusion. There 
is one point on which I think I may, as 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, take praise 
to myself. My hon. friend has said that 
an ad valorem duty in a year such as 
last year would have produced much 
more to the Exchequer. That is so, but 
I have been anxious in this, as in other 
proposals, whatever the merits or failings 
in principle might be, at any rate to give 
as little trouble as possible to the trade 
affected. I feel quite certain that any 
attempt to graduate this tax by an ad 
valorem duty would lead to such trouble 
in the trade and such disputes that it 
would be an unwise proposal. I trust 
that hon. Members will be reasonably 
satisfied with the concessions I am about 
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'to propose, which will certainly be a 


great advantage to the districts which 
produce the cheaper classes of coal, and 
not prolong the debate on this particular 
mode of levying the duty, or press the 
Amendment to a division. 


Amendment negatived. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: In accord- 
ance with the intention I have indicated 
I beg now to move the insertion of the 
following words— 

“ That a rebate of duty shall be allowed on 
any coal, the value of which free on board is 
proved, to the satisfaction of the Commissioners 
of Customs, not to exceed 6s. per ton, and on 
any fuel manufactured from coal ingredients 
which are so proved not to be ofa higher value.” 


I have already sufficiently explained 
the matter, and I would only add that 
this Amendment places manufactured 
fuel on precisely the same footing as 
coal. I would remind the hon. Member 
for Swansea, who takes a very natural 
interest in the matter, that it is under 
precisely the same conditions—the im- 
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position of no duty on either—that the 
trade in manufactured fuel has grown 
to its present proportions. Therefore I 
do not think I can be charged with 
doing anything that will really injure 
that industry. I think the hon. Mem- 
ber will see that by my proposal all 
kinds of fuel manufactured from coal 
under the value in question will be free 
from duty, and I cannot think that 
fuel manufactured from coal of higher 
value should be free. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 21, to insert the words, 
‘That a rebate of duty should be allowed on 
any coal the value of which free on board is 
proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioners 
of Customs not to exceed 6s. per ton, and on 
any fuel manufactured from coal ingredients 
which are so proved not to be of a higher 
value.’ ”—(The Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sm EDWARD GREY (Northum- 
berland, Berwick): Speaking for my 
hon. friends who have more intimate 
knowledge of the coal trade than I have, 
I desire to express their sense of the value 
of the concession which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has made. 
previously dwelt very strongly on the 
sense of injustice created by this tax in 
the minds of those who were most 
severely hit by it, and having said that 
the injustice would be greatest in the 


case of those parts of the country which | 


produced the cheaper kinds of coal, | 
desire to say that, while the concession 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
does not remove my objections to the 
tax—lI still think it will be bad in prac- 
tice, and that there will be hardship 
connected with it—I do recognise that, 
in making this concession, and in the 


trouble, attention, and close considera- | 
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with the trade to express their own sense 
of the exact value of the concession, | 
think it would be ungracious on my 
part not to express at once my sense 
of the desire to relieve injustice which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 


shown by the Amendment he has 
moved. 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES entirely 


agreed with the observations of the 
hon. Baronet with regard to the con- 
cessions made and the general good 
spirit displayed by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, but there were one or 
two practical points he desired to 
place before the Committee. Below the 
6s. rate, manufactured patent fuel was 
placed on the same basis as coal, 
|That might be so from the purely 
legal point of view, but, practically, it 
was no good at all. No patent fuel 
could be made at 6s. 


} 





*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The in- 


gredients. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said that 
even taking into account the ingredients 
it was not possible to send out patent 
fuel under 12s. or 13s. per ton. 


Having | 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Member I think is under a misappre- 
hension. The 6s. is the price, not of the 
patent fuel, but of the coal ingredients. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES was _ in- 
clined to think that even then the 
concession was not a large one from the 
point of view of those for whom he 
spoke. He was not a practical man in 
these matters, but he understood that 
the cost of the production of patent fuel 
was now so high that, even with the 
‘concession, the tax would operate dis 
astrously to the trade. 


tion which the right hon. Gentleman | 


has given to the subject before coming | 


to the conclusion that he could make the 
concession which is now before the 
Committee, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has been animated by a genuine 
desire to do all that he could, at any rate, 
to mitigate the apprehensions of in- 
justice which his proposals had excited. 
Though I must leave it to my hon. 
friends who are specially connected 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH said that. 
| of course, the matter was a very technical 
one, and if, after consulting his advisers, 
'the hon. Member desired to make any 
representations on the subject, he would 
| be perfectly ready to hear them. 
Mr. J. ACRON THOMAS (Glamorgan: 
shire, Gower) said that in the making of 
patent fuel two qualities of coal were used. 
{ 
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Some of the coal would, no doubt, be of a 
less value than 6s. per ton, but the bulk 
of it would cost more. He therefore 
desired to know whether the duty would 
have to be paid on the whole of the coal, 
or would it be paid on the proportion 


of the higher class coal used, the re- | 


mainder of the coal ingredients being 
free. 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH said that if! 


the manufacturers of patent fuel used, 
say, half a ton of coal at 8s. or 9s., and 
half a ton at, say, 4s. 6d., he would 
consider whether the two prices could 


be added together and averaged, so that | 


in cases where the average came out at 
under 6s. the fuel would be free of the 
duty. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked whether 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
would have it in their absolute discretion 
to decide in this matter, or would there 
be an appeal from their decision. He 
also desired to know how the Commis- 
sioners would deal with the question. 
There would be no difficulty when the 
coal was sold f.o.b., because the con- 
tracts could be produced. He assumed, 
however, that the rebate would apply 
also to coal not sold f.o.b. If coal was 
sold c.i.f., it would have to be ascertained 
whether, if that coal had been 
f.o.b. at Cardiff, it would have been of 
the value of 6s. or not. This Amend- 
ment would show as much as any other 
portion of the Bill how hard this tax was 
asa whole. The fact was two counties 
out of the fifty-two in England and 
Wales would contribute far and away 
the largest proportion of the total duty. 
According to their shipments,Glamorgan- 
shire and Monmouthshire would con- 
tribute more than half of the amount 
raised for taxation purposes from this 
export duty, and that proportion would 
be increased as the result of this Amend- 
ment. With this present concession 
and the question of the contracts the 
benefit of the duty for this year would 
be to a great extent given up, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would find 
that it would have been better for him 
and his Government if they had never 
departed from the principles hitherto 
professed by the right hon. Gentleman, 
and had not attempted to impose a coal 


duty at all. 
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Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): In the 
| debate on the Second Reading of the Bill 
| I ventured to point out to the right hon. 
| Gentleman on behalf of that part of 
Scotland which I have the honour to 
represent with what extreme hardship 
and inequality the tax as originally 
proposed would weigh on the less pro- 
'ductive and less conveniently situated 
'coalfields from which coal was exported 
abroad. I do not think any coalfields 
in the country would have suffered more 
from the tax than the coalfields of Fife. 
_The hon. Member opposite, in a speech 
|to which we all listened with interest 
and attention, ingeniously suggested that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in a 
spirit of excessive quixotry, had scourged 
the coalfields represented by political 
friends in order to do an act of more 
than Christian charity to the coalfields 
represented by political opponents. I[ 
am not sure, if the facts were analysed, 
that that theory could be in any way 
supported, but, at any rate, I am glad to 
think that the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer has recognised, not a quixotic stan- 
dard, but the strict standard of justice 
and equality so far as it can be applied to 
so complicated a subject as this. There 
are many arguments to be urged in 
favour of the proposal for an ad valorem 
duty which, if worked out in a practical 
scheme, would work out perhaps more 
strictly in accordance with abstract 
justice, but that being a scheme which 
presents great practical difficulties, it 
appears to me that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer adopted the only possible 
alternative when he fixed in this Amend- 
ment a minimum figure below which the 
duty should not be imposed. I am not 
able to say, even as regards my own 
county, to what percentage of the total 
exports this modified proposal will apply, 
but I am quite certain that it will be an 
enormous relief as compared with the 
original project of the Government. 
I desire, therefore, in common with 
several of my hon. friends, to recognise 
the spirit of fairness and the desire to 
adjust the tax—a tax which we still 
think objectionable—so far as possible 
to the special requirements of the trade, 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has shown. 


*Smr JOSEPH PEASE said he believed 


‘that this concession would be of very 
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great service to the whole community. 
But although they approved of the con- 
cession, and thanked the right hon. | 
Gentleman for making it, it did not 
alter their view as to the inexpediency 
of the tax from a national point of view. 
Later on they would have an opportunity 


Finance 


of making some observations upon the | 
would have, 


merits of the clause. It 
been very difficult indeed to have adopted 
of taxation based on the 
or any other standard but 
The very best coal pro- 
constituency was 

purpose of 
into small coal, and 
any arrangement as to the screening of 
coal would fail altogether. There would 
be no end to difficulty in the practical 
working of any standard of screening. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had now 
simplified his Bill, and he had also sim- 
plified the work of the Custom House 
officials in asking that there should 
be a declaration that the coal was not 
worth more than 6s. per ton, and that 
the invoice should be produced. He 
felt sure that the working of this clause 
would be very much modified and made 
more easy by the concession which had 
just been made. 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said he appreciated fully 
the concession which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had made, and the 
anxiety he had shown to meet them 
as far as possible without giving up 
the duty altogether. But, while 


any system 
size of coal, 
that of value. 
duced in his 
crushed for the 
first-class coke 


he made this acknowledgment, he 
desired to assure the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he was not yet satisfied 
with the concession made, for reasons 


which he should have to state when they 
came to the question “that the clause 
stand part of the Bill.” In times of low 
prices in the North of England they 
would no doubt feel the advantage of 
the concession made. He thanked the 
right hon. Gentleman for the generous 
way in which he had endeavoured to 
meet them, although he thought it only 
fair to state that he was not satisfied 
with the concession. 
gracious on their part, 


after all the 


labour and axiety which the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer had passed through, 
not to acknowledge the 
had just made. 


Sir Joseph Pease. 


MONS} 


often | 
making | 


It would be un-| 


concession he 
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Eart PERCY (Kensington,  S.) 
Freee they ought not to pass from 
‘the Amendment without one word of 
"gratitude being offered the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer from that side of the 
House for the manner in which he had 
met their views. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had made a very considerable 
concession, which he imagined would 
involve a large loss to the Revenue, but 
whether that loss was large or small 
he did not think the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would have any cause to 
regret it, for it would be more than 
counterbalanced by the removal of a 
sense of injustice. 


| 
| 
} 
| 


| 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS said he wished 
to join in the chorus of congratulation 
to the right hon. Gentleman for the 
concession he had made. In good times 
this concession would mean nothing at 
all, although in bad times it might mean 
a good deal. It seemed to him to be the 
first step towards an ad valorem duty, 
| to which he objected ; indeed, he thought 
this concession was more unsound i 
principle than an ad valorem duty. One 
effect of this concession would be that 
the class of coal between 6s. and 7s. per 
ton would be practically abolished. By 
making this concession the right hon. 
Gentleman was, in bad times, doing away 
with the duty upon certain classes of 
small coal, and he was not carrying out 
his professed policy of widening the 
basis of taxation. 


Srr JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) did not think the con- 
cession would be of the same value to the 
county of Durham as it would be to the 
county of Northumberland. The bulk 
of the coal produced in Durham did not 
realise very high prices, and the result 
would be that in all probability a very 
small proporton of the coal produced in 
Durham would ever be below the value 
of 6s. a ton. The right hon. Gentleman 
had given a concession to patent fuel, and 
he wished to know whether, in cases 
where, say, some of the inferior coals 
of Durham were used for coke-making, a 
similar concession would be given to ‘the 
coke as representing coal of the value of 
less than 6s. a ton. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 


| thought the concession just made was in 








1461 


the w: 
of, an 
been i 
before 
would 
much. 
5 per 
portec 
the e: 
Chanc 
would 
small | 
would 
exemy 
Durhé 
coal fr 


Mr. 
cesslor 
broade 
what | 
there 
and 7s 
Britau 
would 
he wo 
ton il 
promi: 
He ag 


cesslor 


*SIR 

gratef: 
mittee 
have 

what 

with 1 
appare 
Memb 
I thin 
propos 
propos 
to the 
that I. 
have | 
for Mi 
coke wv 
to tre 
reserve 
argum 
inform 
of very 
out of 
matter 
coke fi 
effect 

I will 
do not 


vol 





a. 





1461 Finance 


the way of mitigating the evils complained | 
of, and it also showed that the tax had | 
been imposed without due consideration | 
beforehand. He did not think that it | 
would affect the position of Durham very | 
much. He believed that only about 
5 per cent. of the six million tons ex: | 
ported from Durham would benefit by | 
the exemption. He desired to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
would exempt from duty coke made from 
small coal which, if shipped f.o.b. as coal, 
would not realise 6s. a ton. Such an 
exemption would be of greater benefit to 
Durham than the exemption of small 
coal from duty. 


| 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS said the con- 
cession was really much bigger and 
broader than it looked at first sight, for | 
what it meant was that from henceforth 
there would be no coal sold between 6s. 
and 7s. a ton f.o.b. in any port in Great 
Britain. The person selling the coal 
would not sell it at 6s. 11d. per ton, but 
he would sell at 6s. and put the Is. per 
ton in his own pocket, and _ perhaps 
promise the buyer a goose at Christmas. 
He agreed that in bad times this con- 
cession would be a very great benefit. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am very 
grateful to the Members of the Com- |, 
mittee for the manner in which they 
have received the Amendment and for 
what they have been pleased to say 
with regard to myself. There has been 
apparently only one dissentient, the 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil, who really, 
I think, was the original author of the 
proposal. I quite recognise that my 
proposal does not remove other objections / 
to the tax in principle, and we can debate 
that later on. Two or three questions 
have been put tome. The hon. Member 
for Mid Durham has asked me whether 
coke would be treated as it was proposed 
to treat manufactured fuel. I must 
reserve that point. I feel the force of the 
argument of the hon. Member, but I am 
informed that manufactured fuel is made 
of very cheap stuff, and that coke is made 
out of valuable coal. I will consider the | 
matter with the view to dealing with 
coke fairly. I have been asked as to the 
effect of this concession on the Budget. | 
I will frankly tell the Committee that I| 
do not think it will be large this year. I! 
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agree with hon. Members who hav 
spoken that in a bad year this concession 
will be a considerable sum, and that is 
precisely why I have made it. When 
an industry suffers by bad trade, 
that is just the time when it ought 
to be relieved. As to the question 
with regard to an appeal and with 
whom the discretion rests, the Committee 
might rest satisiied that the discretion 
of the Commissioners of Customs will be 
fairly exercised. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) thought the concession which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
made would be cordially accepted. He 
hoped, however, that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would not allow himself 
to be involved in questions affecting 
the composition of fuel, or he might find 
that fuel would be made in such a way 
and prepared from such material that it 
would be perfectly impossible to tax it. 
He thought this was a wise tax, and he 
should be very sorry to see it whittled 
away. 

Question put, and agreed to. 


*\Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
then moved— 

“In page 2, line 31, after the words last 
inserted to insert the words ‘whereof one- 
fourth shall be paid by the landlord or royalty 
owner, being the person for the time being in 
receipt of any royalty or rent in respect ot 
the coal on which the duty is charged.’” 

He said this Amendment raised the 
question of the person upon whom the 
duty was to fall. Ordinarily in levying 
Customs duties on commodities they 
took care by means of equivalent Excises 
that the final incidence of the duty 
should be upon the consumer, but in the 
case of an export duty they had no hold 
upon the foreigner, and they could not 
compel him to buy in the English 
market. This tax had been defined by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer as a small 
toll on their mineral wealth made in the 
interest of the country at large. The ques- 
tion they had now to consider was, Who 
was going to pay this small toll? Was it 
to fall exclusively upon the exporter, or 
was it to be borne by all the persons 
engaged in the trade, from the person 
who first sells the coal, the royalty owner 
or landlord, down to the person who 


31 
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exports it ? 
by those concerned in the export of the 
coal, that was a burden to which the | 
original owners ought to contribute as well | 
as those whose capital was engaged in| 
bringing the coal to the surface and | 
preparing it for sale. It had been, 
admitted that this tax would to some | 
extent fall upon the coal trade. He was 
not going to discuss the conjectures as 
to how far it would be paid by the 
foreigner, but he would take his stand | 
on the solid ground of agreement. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
stated that he thought the foreigner 
would bear a very considerable portion 
of this tax, although he entirely admitted 
that how much he would bear depended 
upon the state of the market at the time. 
The degree to which the tax would fall 
on the trade was uncertain, but the fact 
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If a toll was to be paid | for the benefit of foreign manufacturers which 


‘sales of coal. 


that it would do so was not denied. He. 


submitted that the very definition given 
of this tax was a sufficient argument in 
favour of the justice of his proposal. 
Those immediately concerned in the 
ownership of the national wealth were 
the only ones absolutely certain of getting 
a profit. The colliery proprietor risked 
his capital and gave the initiative in 
business organisation. The miner risked 
life and limb and gave his labour. The 
royalty owners risked nothing and were | 
secure of profit. Was it equitable that 
they should be the only class who did 
not contribute to this new toll on the 
national wealth in minerals? The second 
reason why this Amendment should be 
aecepted was that the tax would to some 
extent restrict the sales of coal. It was 
true that the First Lord of the Treasury 
concluded the only speech he had made 
on this subject by saying that— 

“so trifling an alteration as will be produced 
by the imposition of a shilling duty would have 
no effect upon the trade.” 


The right hon. Gentleman asserted that 
with all the parade of confident 
declamation in the hearing of many 
hon. Members on both sides of the 
House who were concerned in the coal 
trade, and who knew from _ personal 
experience that a Is. duty would have 
some effect on the trade. In the same 
speech, however, the First Lord made | 
use of this observation— | 
“T cannot regard with perfect equanimity 


the enormous reductions of our coal supplies | to reduce the price of coal. 


Mr. M‘Kenna. 
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we see going on under our eyes.” 


That observation would have been 
wholly irrelevant if the right hon. Gentle- 
man had not contemplated, as a result 
of this tax, that to some extent our sales 
would be restricted. The Chancellor of 


the Exchequer, also, used these words— 


_ “If the duty restricts to some extent the 
increase in the coal exports, that is so much 
to the advantage of the country at large.” 


It was, therefore, admitted on the Trea- 
sury Bench, at any rate by implica- 
tion, that the effect of this tax 
would be to some extent to restrict the 
That was put torward 
as the argument of public policy in favour 
of the tax as distinguished from the 
financial argument that the foreigner 
would pay. 

He would now call the attention 
of the Committee to the system 
under which our coal was raised. Our 
coal was almost entirely raised under a 
system of mining leases. Under these 
leases—and this was very important— 
the lessee was under obligation to work 
the coal. The colliery proprietor was 
bound to pay a penalty of dead rent if 
he did not work the coal. He had 
entered into that arrangement under 
a system of unrestricted sales of 
coal at home and abroad, and if there 
was any statutory interference with that 
freedom of sale there ought at the 
same time to be statutory interference 
with the conditions of the contract as 
between the lessor and the lessee of the 
mines. It was declared to be a public 
purpose that these sales ought to be 
restricted. The colliery proprietor’s 
vapital interest was annually  depre- 





| ciating, and if Parliament interfered and 


restricted his sales he was entitled to com- 
pensation. The hon. Member — sub- 
mitted that under these circumstances 
the fairest way for him to recover com- 
pensation for the restriction which he 
suffered was as against the lessor. 
The lessee should be allowed to deduct 
some portion of the tax from the royalty 
which he had to pay to his landlord. 
There was still another reason why the 
Amendment should be accepted. This 
tax had been declared to be a popular 


| tax, because its effect was going to be 


He had 
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argued on the previous day that | putting the figure too high when he said 
while the immediate effect of the|that a quarter of the tax should be 


duty would be to reduce the price, 
the ultimate effect, once the output 
had been diminished, would be to raise 
the price, because a new element was 
brought into the cost of production. 
The cost of production of any article 
could not be increased without the price 
being ultimately increased. If the duty 
was to any extent put upon the 
royalty owner there was exactly the 
contrary effect. The charge levied 
by the royalty owner was an element 





in the cost of production, and there- | 
fore in the price at which the coal | 
was sold. If part of the duty were put 
on the royalty owner, instead of the 
producer, they would to that extent 
reduce the cost of production and intro- 





duce a permanent factor in reducing the 
price of the coal to the consumer. If, 
then, there was any serious argument | 
underlying the proposal that sales should | 
be restricted as an advantage to the | 
nation, the Amendment ought to be 
accepted. 

He was not going to argue the 
question whether the foreigner would 
or would not pay the tax. Out of 
46,000,000 tons of coal exported only | 
38,000,000 went to Europe, and it was 


Chancellor of the Exchequer had alleged 
that there was any monopoly for British 
coal. The right hon. Gentleman had 
admitted—not directly, inso many words, 
but in reply to questions—that in the 
east and west, at Colombo, and in 
Canada and the West Indies, wherever 
freights raised our coal to something 
like competition prices with Japanese, or 
with American, or Australian, or Indian 
coal, we had to meet competition, and in 
these cases the duty would fall, not upon 
the foreigner, but upon the coal trade. 
Therefore with regard to 8,000,000 tons 











of the exports we should certainly have 
to bear the brunt of the tax. As to a 
large part of the 38,000,000, he admitted 
we should not immediately have to meet 
competition, but no one familiar with the 
details of the coal trade could deny that 
in the port of Hamburg we should 
have to meet with serious rivals. It 
could not be said that in Germany we 
were free from competition with German 
coal. It might be said that he was 





borne by the royalty owner. That was 
his own personal estimate, but if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer accepted 
the principle of the Amendment, he 
would be only too anxious to agree with 
him upon some figure which he or his 
advisers might think fair in the cir- 
cumstances. He reminded the Com- 
mittee that the annual value of the 
royalties in this country was at least 
£4,000,000. That was according to 
the latest official figures published, but 
the amount now was probably a good 
deal higher. The actual figure might 
be taken as representing an average 
of 6d. per ton, and if a toll was to be 
charged on the mineral wealth of the 
country the royalty owners, who had 
embarked no capital and exercised no 
industry in the production of the coal, 
should be the first to contribute to the 
toll. If the Government were really 
serious in the principles they had advo- 
cated, and if this tax was not merely 
to be a_ partial, even a _ punitive 
tax, they ought to accept the Amend- 
ment, which distributed the burden 
of the toll equitably over the whole of 
the persons concerned in the trade. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member’s 
Amendment will require a little altera- 
tion, in this way— 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 31, after the words last 
inserted to insert the words ‘one-fourth of 
the said duty shall be paid by the landlord 
or royalty owner, being the person for the 
time being in receipt of any royalty or rent 
in respect of the coal on which the duty is 
charged.’ "—(Mr. M‘Kenna.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
understand how the hon. Member recon- 
ciles this Amendment with any justice 
to the owners of royalties. The owner 
of a royalty isa person who, at any rate, 
is by law the owner of the coal 
under his land. He has leased his 
rights to the coalowner on certain 
fixed terms, these terms being that the 
coalowner should pay a certain royalty 
without any deductions, work the 
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mine, and make what profit he can out 
of it. The State chooses to impose a tax 
on the coal taken out of the mine for 
export, and the hon. Member himself has | 
admitted that, in some cases at least, the | 
tax will be paid by the foreigner. He | 
differs from me in his view as to the 
extent to which the foreigner or the pro- 
ducer will pay the tax, but everybody feels | 
that it will to some extent be paid by the | 
consumer abroad. The hon. Member’s | 
argument in this matter goes very much 
further than he imagines. I do not 
admit his argument, but, assuming that 
the tax will fall upon the foreigner, what 
equitable right has the coalowner, on 
whom not a penny of the tax has fallen, 
to deduct a portion of it from the royalty 
which he has agreed to pay? The hon. 
Member cannot contend that that is | 
doing justice to the owner of the royalty ; | 
it is, of course, contrary to the agreement | 
between them, by which the royalty has 
to be paid free from taxation or any | 
deductions of that kind. Then the hon. 

Member said there is a considerable por- | 
tion of the coal exported on which the | 
consumer abroad will not pay any tax, | 
and that the tax will fall on the exporter 
in this country, I think the hon. Mem- | 
ber will admit that we have done some- | 
thing to diminish that portion ; but is it 

equitable, even in regard to that portion, 

that a part of a tax should be imposed 

on the royalty owner while the coal 

owner pockets all the gains? The 

royalty owner let his property on fixed | 
terms, and whatever the increase in the 
price of coal may be he could not win by 
it. I think that this proposal would be | 
most inequitable. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said he recog- 
nised the force of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer's statement that there would 
be certain cases in which the colliery 
owner would recoup the tax entirely 
from the foreigner; but the royalty 
owner would not have a chance to re- 
cover from the foreigner. His position 
all through had been that, do what they 
would, with this tax there would be cases 
of hardship and injustice. The Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer had laid great stress 
on the fact of the foreigner paying the | 
tax, but it had not been defended solely 
on that ground, and that was not the 
reason why it was popular. 


some cases. 
had been raised, it was important that the 
case of the royalty owner should be 
| proved, and he thought his hon. friend 
had done well in bringing forward the 
Amendment. 


The real | of two miners. 
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chequer was the belief that there were 
certain very wealthy people who would 
be able to pay this tax. If that was so, 
then why was the royalty owner omitted ? 
The Colonial Secretary said the other 
day, “they would not discuss the question 
whether the tax would fall on the coal- 
owner or the foreigner,” and added that 
“he did not care whether it fell on the 
coal owner or the foreigner.”’ If it came 
to that, certainly some part of it ought to 
fall upon the royalty owner. The royalty 
owner was in a very peculiar position, 


and he thought he escaped very lightly 
_ just now. 


The Colonial Secretary had 
stated that part of the reason for this tax 
was that coal sent out of the country 
was a consumption of the national wealth, 
and that the country ought to take some 
toll on it. The owner of land had this 
to say, that, by using his land, although 
he got an increased profit he added to 
the national wealth, whereas the owner 
of the royalty was drawing a large in- 
come not only without adding to the 
national wealth, but he was contributing 
to the waste of the national wealth. 
The position of the royalty owner was 


therefore really akin to the position of the 


owner of land which had exceptional 
value, but which value had accrued 
without any exertion or any expenditure 
on his part. He quite agreed with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that there 
would be a certain amount of injustice 


if part of the tax were imposed on royalty 
owners ; but injustice there must be in 


But now that the question 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 


said he would support the Amendment, 
because he believed that, under the 
circumstances, this was a subject for 
careful consideration. He had never 
been able to see how the foreigner would 
pay the tax at all. 
not only the men but the women in the 
north of England discussed this question 
of the tax. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer of a dis- 
cussion he overheard between the wives 


He could show that 


He would like to tell the 


One argued that the 


force behind the Chancellor of the Ex- Chancellor of the Exchequer was a very 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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wise man, who knew all about the cir- 
cumstances and ramifications of this 
tax, and as to who should pay, and 
that he must have made himself per- 
fectly acquainted with the facts and the 
truth of the assertion that the foreigner 
would pay the Is. The other one said, 
“We are going down Silver Street. If 
you saw an article cheaper in one shop 
than another you would buy it where 
it was cheapest, if you wanted it. The 


foreigner is just like ourselves, he buys | 


in the cheapest market.” The foreigner 
would not pay the Is., there was no 
doubt about that. It would fall on the 
coal trade in one form or another. Let 
them put the question of the wage- 
earner alongside of the royalty receiver. 
The royalty owner would never have 
done anything to develop the national 
wealth, but the capitalist came along, 
he sank his pit and then employed 
the miners—the men who risked their 
lives for not over high pay. The miners 
of the country, he felt confident, would 
be called upon to bear a very large 
share of the brunt of the tax. It was 
clear that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer put on the tax because he found 
himself short of money—to put the 
matter in blunt English—and he turned 
to the men who were making what he 
considered large profits—making money 
by the million, in fact. They admitted 
that the coalowners were making money, 
but there were other gentlemen who 
were making money out of the coal 
trade, and if it was to be a matter of 
justice, why should they not pay a 
share? About 1889 there sat a Com- 
mission which found that the output 
of the coal of the country was roundly 
177,000,000 tons a year, and that the 
royalty rents paid were slightly over 
£4,000,000. But the increase in the 
output of coal since that time, taking 
last year as their comparison, was 

225,000,000 tons, and they found that 
the average royalty rent of the country 
was sixpence per ton. On that calcu- 
lation the royalty rents would yield 
nearly £6,000,000. If the coal trade, 

on account of its prosperity and great 
profits, was to pay a large share of this 
taxation—not because they were politi- 
cally Liberal or Radical—why should the 

men who “toil not neither do they 

spin” be left out? That phrase was | 
formulated or applied at Birmingham. — 
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| In his younger days he used to sit at the 
feet of the Birmingham Gamaliel ; he 
received a large part of his Radical 
'training from the Colonial Secretary. 
| Yes, but he had not followed him into 
Egypt. He had more regard for con- 
sistency and truth. He did not profess 
one thing and do another. He had 
considered the right hon. Gentleman the 
guide, counsellor, and friend of all re- 
formers, but he would withdraw all that 
now that the right hon. Gentleman 
had become the friend and counsellor 
of those “ that toil not, neither do they 
spin.” The royalty owners had no 
risks to run, and they had no financial 
responsibility. They received their 
royalty rents without employing their 
brains, and without in any way adding 
to the wealth of the country year 
after year, in bad times and good, and 
when men were outof work and starving. 
They knew that mines had been stopped 
for the sake of a reduction in the price 
of coal of 2d. or 3d. perton ; and yet the 
royalty owners had not to bear any 
share in contributing to the necessities 
of the country in one of the darkest 
times and national emergencies 
that had ever fallen upon us. 
In the county of Durham they had had 
old age pensions since 1875, and his hon. 
friends the Members for Morpeth and 
the Wansbeck Division with himself 
formulated that scheme. They had 
paid old men 4s. 6d. a week, and they 
had arranged a scheme whereby every 
old man should have a free house and 
coal after sixty years of age. They did 
that out of the generosity of the miners ; 
but the royalty owners, for whose benefit 
the miners worked, and who made 
money while they slept, never contri- 
buted the smallest iota to the relief of 
aged miners. Yet they were told that 
it was not equity or justice when they 
asked that these men should be called 
upon to pay their share of the burden. 
He submitted that if the royalty owners 
were called upon to pay a penny per ton 
it would not be unjust. It might be 
unjust tested by the laws of man, but it 
would not be unjust tested by the laws 
of God. If the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer could modify his position, and 
call on the royalty owners to pay a penny 
a ton, the result would be that he would 
receive a million of money. He was not 
going to get a million sterling out of the 
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coal tax during the present year. He! 


recognised that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had appreciated the position 
they had tried to put before him, and 
that he had tried to meet them, but in 


his opinion the right hon. Gentleman | 


was not going to get anything like a 
million out of the coal tax, and therefore 
he would suggest a tax on royalty owners 
until the reign of peace and prosperity 
enabled the coal tax to be removed. The 
President of the Board of Trade had 
stated that the average wages of the 
miners, wl , worked as hard as any men 
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could work, in a state of half nudity and 


in semi-darkness, was on the average 
35s. a week. He denied that from his 
own knowledge. Men were often absent 
through sickness, and were lying idle 
for months together on account of in- 
juries. The Amendment raised one of 
the questions that would come to the 
front and have to be settled. The 
schoolmaster was abroad, the minds of 
men were being touched, and he believed 
sincerely that eventually the royalty 
owners of the country would have to pay 


their just share. He cordially sup- 
ported the Amendment. 
CoLoNEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 


Ince) said that when the mines were 
first opened the royalty owner had a 
share of the profits. He afterwards 
became a debenture holder, and received 
the same amount whether times were 
good or bad. The proper way to deal 
with the problem was to combine the 
royalty owner with the coal owner— 
to regard their interests as identical. 
The feeling expressed by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite was, no doubt, to a certain 
extent, entertained by many people in 
the country, but it was an opinion 
which cannot bear the test of careful 
examination. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he in- 
tended to support the Amendment, 
because in his opinion it laid down a 
principle of taxation which was based on 
pure justice, and which before long 
would have to be introduced into the 
taxation of the country. It seemed to 


him that all natural monopolies—and 
coal royalties were surely one—ought to 
be, not the last, but the very first, subject 
of taxation, if real justice were done. He 
understood that the State claimed a right | 

Mr. John Wilson, 
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over precious metals found in the country. 
When gold was discovered in Wales an 
emissary of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer immediately appeared on the 
scene to claim a share of it, and in Edin- 
burgh a short time ago, when there was 
a peculiar find of precious metals, the 
agent of the State also claimed a right 
to it. He held that coal was not different 
from gold in that respect. He thought 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
might follow to a small degree what had 
been done in Rhodesia, where not 1 per 
cent., nor 5 per cent., but 50 per cent., 
was put on the mineral resources of the 
country. He could quite understand 
that the Amendment would not be 
accepted ; but nevertheless it was based 
on essential justice. It would introduce 
the greatest amount of benefit to the 
country, because it was the only kind of 
taxation which would not interfere with 
the furtherance of trade. In that respect 
it was very different from the tax on 
sugar or the tax on coal, and for these 
reasons he would cordially support the 
Amendment. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanark, N.E.) said 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
when he attempted to answer the argu- 
ments of his hon. friend, made an appeal 
to justice and equity. On those grounds 
he thought they had a very sub 
stantial reason for supporting the Amend- 
ment. The common sense of a very large 
proportion of the people realised that in 
equity there was a substantial right on 
the part of the nation to have some share 
of the mineral wealth of the country, 
which was being extracted, and could not 
possibly be replaced. The taxation otf 
mining royalties had been advocated on 
many platforms, and he thought many 
hon. Members opposite had given certain 
promises, more or less, that, should an 
opportunity arise in Parliament for the 
consideration of a proposal to tax mining 
royalties, they would not themselves 
oppose it. He could not imagine any 
proposal on the part of Parliament 
which would be more just or equitable 
than that the enormous income received 
by royalty owners should bear their just 
share of the national burden. A large 
proportion of the minerals of the country 


were held either by hereditary land- 


owners, who never bought them, or else 
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by owners who obtained possession of the | 
land without any regard to the value of | 
the minerals. If the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer had the courage to propose, 
when money was needed to meet in- | 
creasing national burthens, that the tax | 
on coal should be levied, not on the | 
colliery owners, and thereby indirectly 
on the wages of the miner, but on mining 
royalties, he would have done an act of 
justice, and would have clothed himself 
with such honour as became a man 
occupying his high position. He would 
support the proposal of his hon. friend, 
and he trusted every Radical who had 
expressed himself favourably on the 
matter before his constituents would also 
vote for the Amendment. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said that the matter under discussion 
raised a very important point, and there 
was one fact which would, perhaps, not 
be within the knowledge of the House, 


and which had a direct bearing on the 
question under discussion. The mining 


laws of Scotland, passed more than 200 
years specially reserved the right 
to tax minerals, not only for the 
benefit of the State, but for the well- 
being of the aged workers in the mines, 
and to insure a proper inspection of 
the mines. These laws had _ never 
been repealed. The discussion to-night 
was only assimilating the law of England 
to what had been the law of the Continent 
for over 100 years. Under the mining 
law of Scotland 10 per cent. of the net 
value of the output belonged to the King, 
and 10 per cent. was set aside to provide 
for the aged workers, and a smaller 
percentage for the proper inspection of 
mines. On the Continent the State 
claimed a portion of the profit of the 
mines for the relief of the burden of 
taxation. In 1886 a Return was made 
showing what was the practice in various 
countries in regard to the payment of 
mineral royalties, and from that docu- 
ment it would be seen that in France, 
since 1789, the minerals in that country 
belonged to the State. At the beginning 
of last century, however, coal owners in 
that country were, under the Napoleonic 
Code, entitled to a certain rent, and also 
to certain royalties, but the State claimed 
5 per cent. of the net income from the | 
mines; in the north of France the whole | 


ago, 
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of the royalties were paid into the Ex- 
chequer. In Prussia the same law 
obtained, the owners there being obliged 
to obtain the permission of the Govern- 
ment before they could sink a shaft, and 
when minerals were discovered the State 
claimed 2 per cent. on the gross profits. 
It was the same in Austro-Hungary, 
where the State claimed 5 per cent. of the 
net income on the sale of coal or other 
minerals, in addition to which a very 
heavy municipal tax was levied on royal- 
ties. In Belgium 5 per cent. was charged 
on net profits ; in Portugal, 14 per cent. ; 
andso on. In every country in Europe 
the State claimed as its own a part of the 
wealth derived from the exhaustion of 
its minerals, and as a result mining in 
those countries and the production of 
iron ore could be carried on much more 
profitably, and at much less cost, than in 
this country. He submitted that there 

yas one point which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had overlooked. Last 
year was an abnormal year for the coal 
trade, but this tax was not intended to 
deal with an abnormal period, but was 
intended to be a permanent tax. It was 
the fact that the royalty owners, taking 
one year with another, received a much 
higher profit from minerals extracted 
than the capitalist, but these people were 
not taxed in any way. Ironstone in 
Scotland was practically unworked, 
because of the heavy penalties imposed 
in the form of royalties. The figures 
worked out with regard to iron ore in this 
way. On the Continent the average 
royalty paid on one ton of pig-iron was 
2s., in this country it was 6s. 6d., and if 
the small royalties of the Continent could 
afford to pay a percentage to the State 
and still receive a profit for landload 


and mineowner, much more _ surely 
could the royalty owners of this 
country afford to pay their share. The 


argument of sacredness of contract was 
worn out; it might be that the land 
owner had a sacred right to the minerals 
in his land, but the right of the nation to 
free itself from the intolerable burden of 
taxation was greater and more sacred, 
and if it was true that the right of the 
whole was greater than the right of the 
few, the contract right of the few must 
give way. It was a scandal and a 
shame that the colliers should be called 
upon to pay their part of the increased 
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cost, and that the landlord, who risked | 
| rental. 
/come when the House and the country 


' would look at the incidence of taxation 


neither life nor money, should escape 
scot free. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would do not only a just act, but 
a wise one, if he insisted upon the royalty 
owners paying their share. The day 
had come when the bulk of the taxation | 


should be paid by unearned incomes, | 
whether from royalties or otherwise, and | 


this would have been a good beginning, 
and he trusted therefore that the right 
hon. Gentleman would see his way in 
going still further towards meeting the 
demands of that side of the House, which 
he was sure would prove to be the 
demand of the country as well. 


mx. MONRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) regretted that the tax did not 
extend to the mining royalties, which 
came to their owners with as little trouble 
as their ground rents on building areas. 
He did not know whether the effect 
of the Amendment, as moved, would 
throw the entire burden on the royalty 
owners, and so he could only regret 
that some part of the burden did not 
fall upon them. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had made some concessions in the 
course of the evening which would 
be of very great value in his part of the 
country, but he would suggest that the 
right hon. Gentleman should go further 
and add to them a tax which would throw | 
some portion of the burden on royalty 
owners. He did not think that if that 
were done the tax would be less popular 
than it was now. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
heartily supported the Amendment. 
There was nothing which appealed to 
the business side of his nature more than 
the mere fact that what was in the 
bowels of the earth for the benefit of 
humanity should be taken out of the 
earth and taxed by the men who claimed 
*“o own the land. As a business man 
he objected to that proposition. These | 
men did nothing for the benefit of their | 
estate, but taxed those by whose labour | 
the minerals were taken out of the earth. 
That was not just or equitable, and was 
entirely opposed to the advancement 
of the age. These men, moreover, ran 
no risk whatever. Yet, when a lease) 


expired, what did they do? They con- 
fiseated everything, and re-leased that | 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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portion of their estate at an increased 
He hoped the day would soon 


from an honest, froma just, and from an 
equitable point of view. 


*Mr. [FENWICK said he did not 
think that the argument which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer gave in 
refusing to accept the Amendment 
was very conclusive, having regard 
to all the circumstances of the case. 
He was not sure that the right hon. 
Gentleman was aware that there were 
some parts of the country where the 


| contract between the mine owner and the 


coal producer contained a_ provision 
that a certain level of production should 
be kept up from year to year, and 
if that production, from any cause 
whatever, was not maintained the 


coal owner was compelled to pay under 


his contract up to the level agreed to 
between him and the landowner, even 
when he has been unable to produce 
by many thousands of tons, from causes 
over which he had no control, the amount 
which he ought to have produced under 
his contract. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was aware that in 1887 a 
Royal Commission was appointed to 
inquire into this question of wayleaves 
and royalty rents. That Commission, 
which sat for two years, came to an 
almost, if not absolutely, unanimous 
conclusion, but its recommendations 
had never been carried out. It was 
found that the charges upon the industry 
at that time amounted in the shape 
of royalties to over £4,000,000, and the 
wayleaves were about another £500,000. 
Taking the average rent per ton then 
charged, and applying it to the produc- 
tion of the present day, it gave a total 
of nearly £6,000,000, not one sixpence of 
which was getatable so far as local pur- 
poses wereconcerned. The colliery owners 
and the workmen themselves were taxed 
for the sanitation of the colliery villages 
and the lighting and paving of the streets, 
but the only way in which the profits 
of the royalty owners were touched was 
by the income tax and the death duties. 
He submitted that if a portion of the coal 
industry was to be taxed, the burden 
should be extended to the landlord or 
royalty owner, whose wealth accumulated 
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without any effort or risk on his part, 
and even in his absence from the country 
altogether. A great deal had been said 
about the grievances of the Uitlanders. 
One of their grievances was that they 
worked the gold mines under a concession 
from the Transvaal Government, and 
that royalties, which in their opinion 
were excessive, were levied on the indus- 


try. But in their case the complaint | 


against the royalties was not for the 
purpose of relieving the industry, but 
to increase the dividends of the com- 
pany. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in this case is simply asked to put a tax 
on royalties in order to reduce the 
general taxation of the country, or, at 
all events, to provide for the general ex- 
penditure of the nation. Because he 
believed this to be a reasonable and honest 
Amendment he should have the greatest 
pleasure in supporting his hon. friend in 
the division lobby. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) said he should support 
the Amendment because he believed 
that the true principle upon which taxa- 
tion ought to proceed was that of every 
man being taxed according to his ability 
to pay. If the colliery-owners, by reason 
of the large profits they had made from 
the working of the collieries during the 
last two or three years, could reasonably 
be called upon to bear a special and extra 
tax, it was only equitable that the royalty 
owners also should have a fair share of 
the additional burden. Royalty owners 
derived a large revenue from the working 
of the coal, even in years of depression, 
when the colliery-owners were working 
the pits at an actual loss. Moreover, 
many royalties were on a sliding scale, 
so that during the recent years of inflation 
many royalty owners had been receiving 
largely increased revenues. Therefore, 
if the colliery-owners, in consequence of 
their increased profits, were to be called 
upon to pay an extra tax, surely the 
royalty-owners ought to bear a portion 
of the additional burdens of the country. 
The hon. Member for Gateshead had sug- 
gested that the minerals under the 
surface ought really to be the property 
ot the State rather than the property 
of the surface owners. That was a very 
vexed and difficult question, but very 
few persons would deny that in a large 


number of cases those who acquired the | 
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surface did not pay a single farthing 
in respect of the minerals under the 
surface. There was not the slightest 
doubt that if we could go back far enough, 
and start again, the State would claim, 
as was done in many other countries, 
that the minerals should belong to the 
State, and be leased by the State for the 
national benefit. There was, however, 
no utility in raising that question at the 
present moment, except for the purpose 
of recalling the fact that many royalty- 
owners were receiving enormous re- 
venues from the working of the minerals 
in their land in respect of which neither 
they nor their forefathers paid a single 
penny. That fact constituted a strong 
argument in favour of their being called 
upon to bear a fair share of the burden 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was now imposing upon the coal trade, 
especially as the tax was to be a perma- 
nent one. The right hon. Gentleman 
was advised that the coal trade could 
bear this extra burden permanently. 
It was perfectly true that colliery-owners 
had made large profits during the last 
two years, but cycles of prosperity were 
invariably followed by cycles of depres- 
sion, and it was practically certain that 
the country to-day was face to face with 
a cycle of commercial depression in 
which, in all human probability, many 
collieries, if they continued to be worked 
at all, would be worked at an actual loss 
to the colliery-owner. When that con- 
dition of affairs was reached, the injustice 
of the tax would be intensified if the 
royalty-owner was allowed to go scot- 
free. because he would still be receiving 
large revenues. He should therefore 
support the Amendment, and he ear- 
nestly hoped the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would give his serious con- 
sideration to the matter. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) desired to point out the extreme 
simplicity of the problem before the Com- 
mittee. A tax was being imposed upon 
an industry, to the great surprise of that 
industry. They were not endeavouring 
to reduce existing taxation; they were 
working upon an absolutely clean slate. 
He submitted, therefore, that all, and not 
some only, of the parties to that industry 
should have been convened. In this, 
as in all other industries, there were 
three parties. The first was the royalty 
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owner, who was indeed the true owner. | 
The second was the coal-owner, who was | 
really not an owner at all, but simply a 
long lessee. The third was the labouring 
man. No one could have listened to the 
debates on this question without coming | 
to the conclusion that the two interests 
hardly hit by the tax would be the 
working-man and the coal lessee. Why 
had the Government adopted a process 
of selection and exclusion? The owner, 
whose position was fortified by every 
ingenuity of the law, had a three-fold 
claim, which he usually presented, 
whether north or south of the Tweed. 
He had a claim to a fixed rent, be the 
colliery successful or unsuccessful; he 
had a claim in the event of assure 
success of a royalty on the output ; and, 
in the third place, which was better 
than all, he not uncommonly had a 
claim to a minimum royalty rising by a 
sliding scale according to the prosperity 
of the industry. His security for this 
claim was of the most absolute kind 
known to the law. He had the security 
of the stuff, the plant, and the whole of 
the buildings connected with the work. 
In the name of equity, therefore, why 
should he not render some help in the 
matter of this tax? But that did not 
end the case. What was the position of 
the miner and the coal lessee? If 
adversity overtook the industry the 
miner was at the point of starvation 
and the capital of the coal lessee was 
imperilled, his returns dwindled away, 
or perhaps were converted into a loss. 
These three parties being interested, 
why should the bee be taxed while the 
drone was excluded ? When the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act was under discussion it 
was pointed out that it would raise more 
questions than it settled, namely, the 
large question of land values. Similarly 
this tax upon coal would raise more 
questions than it settled, namely, the ques- 
tion of a tax upon mining royalties. In 
the matter of agricultural rates there was 
much discussion as to the exact person 
upon whom the burden fell, but in this 
case there was no such difficulty, because 
the mines of the country were mostly 
let on long leases of from thirty to sixty 
years. It might be taken that the un- 
expired mining rights of the lessees in 
this country averaged a quarter of a 
century. The situation, therefore, was 
quite clear. There could be no adjust- 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
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ment by the coalowner to throw the tax 
upon the shoulders of some other person. 
He was disappointed that, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that many speeches had been 
delivered, raising, as it appeared to him, 
a large point of social economics, trench- 
ing almost upon national ethics, there 


had been no‘reply but one, and that was 


the reply of the Chancellor of the Ex- 


_chequer, when he stated that the royalty 


owner would have no chance of recouping 


All he 


foreigner was guided in trade by pretty 
much the same principles as other people 
—he bought in the cheapest market ; 
while the coal lessee, like other people. 
sold in the dearest market. The coal 
lessee had hitherto obtained his price 
irrespective of the royalty. That price 
was fixed by the economic law of supply 


,and demand, and it was a phantom to 


expect that the foreigner would ever 
contribute to the taxation of this country 
in that form. He ventured to suggest 
that the Amendment ought to be accep- 
ted, at any rate in principle, but ap- 
parently the attitude of the Government 
was to tax labour and capital, and not to 
tax the owners of these royalties whom 
the law so amply protected. 


*Srr M. HICKS BEACH: I have 
already addressed the Committee upon 
this Amendment, but I must venture to 
trouble them for another two or three 
minutes, after the speeches to which we 
have listened. I think it is a little hard 
that in the course of a debate upon an 
Amendment to this Finance Bill we 
should be asked to discuss what the hon. 
Member who has just sat down has very 
fairly described as a large point of social 
economies, trenching on national ethics. 
In fact, the matter involves large issues 
affecting the whole social fabric of the 
nation—— 


AN Hon. Memper : It is a question of 
taxation. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: No; it is 
far beyond a question of taxation. There 
is really involved the question of whether 
the land of the country should be owned 
by private persons or by the State. That 
really is the point of the speeches of two ot 
the hon. Members who have just spoken. 
[“‘ No.”"] Oh, yes, it is. I do not intend 
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to attempt to address the Committee 
upon that subject. I take the law as it 
stands. At the present moment it is the 
law of this country that private property 
in land is to be respected, and private 
property in land has for centuries carried 
with it the right to the minerals under 
the surface. What happens? The 
owner of the land and the minerals it | 
contains leases the minerals to a third | 
party—a capitalist, or an association of 
capitalists—in order that the minerals | 
may be worked. Both sides make that 
bargain with their eyes open ; they are 
pertectly free to make it or to reject it. 
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If the persons taking the mines from 
the owners of the land choose to agree 
that in return for the profit they 
expect to make from the coal they | 
should sink a shaft, erect buildings, 
put up machinery, build cottages, and 
so on, and at the end of the lease 
when the mines are worked out all 
these things should revert to the land- 
lord, is that a thing with which you need 
interfere ? Is not each side free to make 
its own bargain? [‘No.”] At any 
rate, that is the law and the practice, 
and, as I have said, the arguments used 
in favour of this proposal go far beyond 
the question of whether you should or 
should not impose a part of this duty on 
coal upon the owners of royalties. I 
would only venture to add that nothing 
could be more unfair than the suggestion 
of the hon. Member opposite that we are 
taxing labour and the capital of the coal- 
owner, while we refrain from taxing the 
royalty owner. I have never proposed | 
this duty as a tax upon a specia! industry, 
as the hon. Member contended through- 
out his speech. I absolutely deny that 
that is the fact. I have asserted all 
through, and I have proved, that this 
tax will fall largely, and in good years 
entirely, on the foreigner. That is the 
basis upon which we have proposed it, 
and I trust the Committee will not 
pursue the discussion of the larger sub- 
ject of the rights of property, but that 
they will, after reasonable discussion of 
the Amendment which the hon. Member 
for Monmouthshire has brought forward, 
in a perfectly fair way, come to a decision 
on the matter. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I rise mainly to correct what I believe to 
be a misapprehension of the right hon. 








| who got the coal out of the soil. 
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Gentleman as to the real argument of 
my hon. and learned friend the Member 
for the Border Burghs. The right hon. 
Gentleman described almost with pathos 
the fate of the owner of the soil who 
entered into a contract with the capi- 
talists, either singly or in company, and 
who authorised them to sink shafts and 
erect the necessary buildings for the 
purpose of working the coal. And, he 
asked, did they mean to interfere with 
that, or to prevent that from being done ? 
My hon. and learned friend had no such 
intention in what he said. What he 
said was—‘‘ Let the owner who has done 
nothing except assent to this arrange- 
ment with the capitalists bear his share 
of this tax when it is put on a com- 
modity with which they are all dealing.” 
And then the right hon. Gentleman fell 
back on his argument that the tax is to 
be paid by the foreigner. But we dispute 
his argument. We believe that to a very 
great extent, if not to the greatest extent, 
it would be paid by those at home who 
were engaged in the trade—from the 
shipowner and the merchant and the 
colliery proprietor, down to the workman 
And we 
say it is almost a scandal, certainly I 
think it is an economic scandal, that 
the one sole person who has not to con- 
tribute to a tax of this sort is the man 
who does the least in producing the coal. 
and who therefore, I think, may very well 
pay at least a share of the burden that 
is put upon it. 


Mr. MANSFIELD — (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) said he had heard a very strong 
case made out for the taxation of mining 
royalties, and he had heard from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer nothing in 
favour of leaving that source of revenue 
alone. It had been argued that the 
taxation of mining royalties was the 
introduction of a system of land national- 
isation, but he might just as well argue 
that the income tax was the beginning 
of a system under which the whole of the 
incomes would eventually be taken. 
According to this method of arguing, 
by imposing an income tax of Is. 2d., a 
tax of 4d. per pound on sugar and Is. 
per ton on coal, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would go down to history as 
the greatest confiscator which the nation 
had ever known. There were three 
classes of persons affected by this tax, 
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namely, the miner, the colliery pro- 
prietor, and the mineral owner. He did 
not want to go into the question of the 
ownership of minerals, although that 
might be a very interesting discussion. 
It would no doubt open up a very wide 
field of research. It was a fact that the 
jaw had given to the mine owner what 
was known as the minerals, which 
meant everything that was underneath 
the soil. He wished to know why the 
miner, who was hit by the sugar and 
other taxes, and the capitalist, who was 
hit by this shilling a ton and the income 
tax, should pay income to the country, 
while the mineral owner, who belonged 
to the extensive class which toiled not, 
neither did they spin, was let off abso- 
lutely. His own impression was that 
the mineral owners had expected a tax 
for many years past. It might be used 
as an argument against the Amendment 
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that the burden would fall upon the 
person who found the capital to work 
the coal. He believed that the House 
could arrange to cancel such a clause, 
and make the burden fall where it ought 
to fall, upon the people who were not 
paying anything except the income tax, 
and who ought to be brought in and com- 
pelled to pay their fair share of taxation. 
He hoped the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would modify his views on this 
subject, or, if he did not, some other 
Government at an early date would take 
the question in hand and see that the 
burden and incidence of taxation was 
put on the shoulders of those best able 
to bear it, but who had up to the present 
largely escaped. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 144; 
Noes, 172. (Division List No. 276.) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas.P.(Glouc. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E (Cork, 8 ) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
sell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
srown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Chas, 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robt. 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robt. Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 
Ellis, John Edward 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Mr. Mansfield. 


AYES. 


Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R.C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, SirWalter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. K.(Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John George 8S. 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lough, Thomas 


| Lundon, W. 
| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Chas. Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


| Mather, William 


Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W. 
O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Dontell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas.( Roscommon, N.) 


| O'Malley. William 


O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robt. John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

%edmond, John E.( Waterford) 
edmond, Wm. (Clare) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick b.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


, Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
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Thomas, 
Thomas, 
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Warner, 
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White, G 
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Arkwrig! 
Arnold-F 
Atkinson 
Bagot, C 
Bailey, J 
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Baldwin, 
Balfour, | 
Balfour, I 
Balfour,, 
Banbury, 
Barry,Si1 
Beach, Rt 
Bentinck 
Bhownag 
Bignold, 

Bigwood, 
Blundell, 
Bond, Ec 
Boulnois, 
srook fiel 
3rown, A 
Bull, W1 
Bullard, | 
Butcher, 

Cautley, 

Cavendis 
Cavendis 
Chamber 
Chamber 
Clare, Oc 
Cochrane 
Collings, 
Compton 
Cook, Si 
Corbett, / 
Corbett, | 
Cox, lrw 
Cross, He 
Cubitt, F 
Dalkeith 
Davies,S 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, O. (Merioneth) 

, Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
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Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Gl’morgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrEC(M’nagh’n,N. 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 


NOES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
| Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirE W(B’ry SEdm’nds | 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) | 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
| Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Heaton John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope,J.F.(Sh’thield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hon. G.T.( Denbigh. ) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
| Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis Wm. 
| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘lver, Sir Lewis (Edinb.,W.) 
M‘killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Massey-Mainwaring. Hn W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford) 
Mount, Wm. Arthur 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Rebt. 
Baldwin, Alfred 

jalfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RuHn Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christchurch 
Janbury, Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

srookfield, Col. Montagu 
grown, Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, Wm. James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, VC W.( Derbyshire) | 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r | 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Denny, Col. 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fielden, Edward B. 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS said the object 
of the Amendment he rose to move 
wastoexempt contracts from the operation 
of the coal duty made prior to the intro- 


He asked 





Wilson, Hy. J. (York, W. R.) | 
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Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Causton and Captain 
Sinclair. 


Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, Wm. Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Orr-Ewing, Chas. Lindsay 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
tentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 

tichards, Henry Charles 
titchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 
tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Col. Robert 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Seton- Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Whiteley, H.(Aston-un.-Lyne) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. 8. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


duction cf the Budget on April 19. 


the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer what difference would it 
make in the amount of the revenue 
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if he remitted the duty on all contracts | certain price before the sugar duty was 
made up to December 31 or longer, | imposed, to add the amount of that duty 
prior to 19th April. At all events, it| to the price agreed on in their con- 
was not a question of principle, it was | tracts, and not that contracts should 
a question of degree. These contracts | be broken. As to the Amendment, it 
had to be made by middlemen and they | is a perfectly impossible one, for there 
often had to be made for more than/ must be a judge of what a contract is 
one year. He knew of a case where a |—whether a contract is a real contract. 
contract was made for two years and it | Under the proposal of the hon. Member 
only came into operation in May, though | there can be no discretion as to what 
it was made last November. That |is a contract or what is not; and | 
contract had to be carried out ; it could | know, if the hon. Member does not knovw, 
not be broken, though the right hon. | the great variety and difference of detail 
Gentleman suggested that contracts|in contracts which are made by the 
might be broken. So far from the | exporters of coal. I have gone as far 
contract being unusual, it was prac-|as I think I ought to go in the interest 
tically the continuation of a contract | of fairness to all concerned. It is not 
made previously for three years. He| fair for the hon. Member to read a 
had received a telegram from one firm | telegram from Cardiff sent under the 
stating that upon the contracts they | impression that the exemption would 
had entered into this tax meant to them | cease on September 30th. I have re- 
about £7,000. The right hon. Gentle-| ceived a telegram from the same place 
man took a different view of commercial | in which the 31st of December, which 
ethics, and he argued that it was a very | I have adopted, is suggested. With‘regard 
easy thing to break contracts. The | to the question whether contracts made 
Chancellor of the Exchequer stated | with foreigners only or with British 
that the law should be so framed as to | subjects abroad as well as foreigners 
enable a person to break his contract | are to receive exemptions from the duty, 
unless the person abroad was willing |I at first proposed that these should 
to pay the duty. He confessed that he | extend to foreigners only, for the reason 
was very much surprised at that state-| that it would be impossible for a coal 
ment, for it was a suggestion which | owner who had a contract with a 
no honest business man would ever | foreigner to make the foreigner pay the 
dream of adopting. Perhaps he knew | duty. But I found on inguiry that in 
more about contracts than the right | the foreign or colonial ports where these 
hon. Gentleman; and when business | contracts had been made with foreigners 
men in Cardiff made contracts they | there were also British firms who had 
would not dream of breaking them. | made similar contracts, and it was per- 
They carried them out. fectly clear it would not be fair to give 
| foreigners an exemption from a duty 
Amendment proposed— |which British firms at the same port 
“In page 2, line 32, to leave out the words | had to pay, and therefore I decided that 
‘may if they think fit in any,’ in order to| it was necessary the exemption should 
insert the words ‘shall in every.’”—(Mr. | be extended to all persons abroad, whether 
D. A. Thomas.) ‘foreign or British. The hon. Member 
asked what this exemption was likely to 
amount to. I think it will be seen when 
: # I state the amount that practically the 
the Clause. case is covered by what I have stated. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I think I|1 am convinced that the sum which 
need hardly notice the latter part of will be lost by it this year will be more 
the remarks of the hon. Member. [| than £650,000. That is a large sum, 
have never suggested that anybody and I am sure it will be admitted that I 
should break contracts. What I sug-| have acted liberally. In the circum- 
gested had reference to the application | stances I cannot accept the Amendment. 
to the coal duty of the existing law 
which permits persons who have con- Sir JAMES JOICEY said he regretted 
tracted, for example, to sell sugar at a extremely to hear the statement of the 


Mr. D. A. Thomas. 











Question proposed, “ That the words | 
proposed to be left out stand part of | 
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right hon. gentleman. No one re- 
cognised more than he did the generosity 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
shown in dealing with those contracts, 
and he would be the last to complain 
when he had dealt so liberally with the 
question raised at the present time. 
But after all there was something more 
to be said on that question, and he 
thought he should say a word or two 


in the hope that he might influence the | 


right hon. Gentleman to some extent, 
for he felt sure from the course pursued 
that the right hon. Gentleman was 
anxious to be just and reasonable in 
dealing with this matter. It seemed to 
him that the sub-section gave a Minister 
power which this House should hesitate 
to give. Was this House prepared to put 
into the hands of a Minister the power 
of saying that one person should pay the 
tax and that another should not? It 
was an unwise discretion to give to any 
Minister, whatever his position might 
be. He had no reason to complain of 
the right hon. Gentleman at the head 
of the Treasury at the present time, but 
it was proposed to set up a dangerous 
precedent, which hereafter might be used 
by a Minister with serious disadvantage 
to the country. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said there would be £650,000 lost 
by the exemption. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I ought not 
to have named a figure. I stated earlier 
in the evening that I used the figure 
quite roughly. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said that all who 
knew anything about this question knew 
that the right hon. Gentleman had given 
a very large exemption, but still he 
fancied it would be found that the ex- 
emption represented roughly about two- 
thirds of the tax which would be due on 
these contracts. Was it wise for the sake 
of the other third to debar it from the 
principle which, he thought, was a very 
proper one? If it was just to exempt 
contracts up to the end of December, it 
was certainly equally just to exempt for 
the same reasons all contracts entered 
into prior to 19th April last. After the 
Spanish-American War Spain put an 
export duty on iron ore. What was the 
action of Spain in the matter? He was 
informed on good authority that she 


respected not only the contracts of | 
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Spanish merchants but those of English 
shippers in some cases for three years. 
Surely what was possible and just for 
the Spanish Government ought not to 
be impossible or unjust for the English 
Government. There were many gas 
companies abroad which had to make 
arrangements with their municipalities 
in fixing the price of gas, and these com- 
panies had to arrange for a supply of coal. 
The Paris Gas Company bought for three 
years. Some of the contracts applied to 
coal intended for the Paris Gas Com- 
pany. When they considered that an 
exporter entered into these contracts in 
a bona fide way, simply in the ordinary 
course of business, he thought it was 
scarcely just that they were not to be 
exempted. He was sure that if the right 
hon. Gentleman really understood those 
questions as people did who were 
brought into contact with the transac- 
tions, he would not hesitate for a moment 
to exempt those contracts. He repre- 
sented one of the largest firms of coal 
exporters in this country, and whatever 
might be the action of the Government 
in this matter—and he felt that his part- 
ners would agree with him when he put 
it before them—he could not conscien- 
tiously ask anyone who had contracts 
with them to pay the tax. He thought 
it would be unjust to do so. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would con- 
sider the point again before he came to a 
final conclusion. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am sur- 
prised at the speech of the hon. Baronet. 
I have done my best to be fair and even 
generous to the great interest which he 
with many others in this House repre- 
sents. I have given a very large con- 
cession, according to my promise, in this 
matter of contracts. Sir Robert Peel 
on a similar occasion gave four months 
for a similar object. I have given nine 
months. What [ have done has been 
acknowledged by those who represent 
the coal industry in this House. That 
this great concession should be made 
an excuse for asking more is not fair. 
I have made my statement and I cannot 
depart from it. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that so 
far as the trade was concerned there 
ought to be no uncertainty at all with 
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Gentleman was going to make. The 
proposal now made allowed the Treasury 
absolute discretion to give exemption 
in the case of one contract and not in 
another. The question was whether 
the word “ shall “ should be inserted. If 
the conditions were fulfilled, why should 
the Treasury be allowed discretion to 
say whether the exemption would be 
given? If the conditions were not 
fulfilled, the sub-section would not 
operate at all. 


Mr. McLAREN said it was rather hard 
that in the case of contracts entitled to 
exemption the trade should have to 
apply to the Commissioners of Customs 
for relief from the duty. If a contract 
was made by telegram it was exceedingly 
awkward that the exporter should have 
to go to the Government officials in 
order to have the price adjusted. It 
seemed to him that the Amendment 
now before the Committee was the 
logical corollary of the concession which 
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not be unreasonable to suppose that there 
was some object, unknown to the Com- 
mittee, in inserting the discretionary 
words, “ may if they think fit in any 
case.” , 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : In this case 

there must be some authority to 
interpret what is or what is not a con- 
tract coming under the exemption. [| 
think the hon. and learned Member 
has a natural predilection for the law 
courts, and if the word “shall” were 
adopted, and it were left to the courts to 
interpret what is such a contract, I believe 
it would be infinitely worse for the 
parties concerned. 


Mr. McLAREN said these were not 
speculative or gambling transactions. 
The colliery owner could not know 
what the coal was going to cost him 
for twelve or fifteen months. He did 
not know what would be the cost of 
labour, or the nature of the strata he had 
to pass through. 


had already been given. 


ot 


Mr. SAMUEL 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Joceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach.Rt. Hon.SirM.H.(Bristo! 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bro»kfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) 
Chamberlain. Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’ 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 


EVANS 


explanation was forthcoming it might 


said if no 





Noes, 148. 


AYES. 


Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett. A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 


The Committee divided :—Aye 
(Division List No. 2 


Question put. 


s, 206: 
7 


7.) 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.( Wednesbury 
Greene,Sir EW(B’ryS.Edm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.RobertWm. 
Hardy,Laurence(KentAshford 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope, J.F.( Sheffield Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 








1493 


Kenn: 
Keny« 
Kenys 
Kenyc 
Keswi 
Lamb 
Law, £ 
Lawso 
Legge 
Leigh- 
Levesc 
Llewel 
Lockw 
Long, 
Lowe, 
Lowth 
Loyd, 
Lucas, 
Lucas, 
Macar 
Maedo 
Macly 
M‘Cah 
M‘ Ive 
M‘Kill 
Martir 
Masse) 
Max we 
Maxwe 
Melvil 
Molesv 
Monta 
Monta 
Moon, 
Morga 
Morrel 
Morris 
Morris 


Abrahi 
Allan, 
Allen, ( 
Ambre 
Ashton 
Asquit! 
Austin. 
Barry, 
Bayley, 
Bell, R: 
Boland 
Bolton, 
Boyle, . 
Brigg, | 
Broadh 
Brown, 
Burke, 
Burt, 7 
Caldwe 
Camero 
Campbe 
Campbi 
Carville 
Caustor 
Cawley, 
Channir 
Cogan, 
Colville, 
Condon. 
Craig, F 
Crean, |] 


VOL 





m- 


non 


n 


uirn 
don 


ury 
‘nds 
bs. } 


ll 


1d’x 
sITy 
Vm. 
ford 


tead 
ich) 
side 


use 





1493 Finance 


Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lances., Bury) 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop) | 


Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,!rederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Macartney,Rt. Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


M‘Calmont,Col. J. (Antrim,E.) | 


M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. 
Maxwell,RtHnSirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H. (Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carville,PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 


VOL. XCV 











[FouRTH SERIES. | 


{25 June 1901} 


Morton, ArthurH A.( Deptford) | 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,Rt. Hn AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Rbt. Wellesley 
Percy, Karl 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, (‘eorge 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) , 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 





NOES. 


Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Gilhooly, James 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 


3K 


Bill. 1494 


Stewart,SirMark J.M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hn. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt,Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon.J ohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. R. 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N. ) 
| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
| Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch,SirJ ohnGeorgeSmyth 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJ osephl’.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| M‘Fadden, Edward 


M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col.John. P. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 





1495 


Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pease,Sir Joseph W. (Durham) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

edmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,RtHnC.R. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


Bill. 1496 


Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,.J A (Glamorgan,@’ wer 
Thompson, Dr EC( Monagh’n,N 
Thompson, F.W.(York, W.R.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay, 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George ( Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
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McLaren. 


*Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
The Amendment [| now’ move is 
directed to cases in which contracts 
are entered into in this country by 
owners of coaling stations abroad, and 
dealers for the supply and delivery 
of coal at these coaling stations. In 


these cases the seller covers his con- 
tract by purchases made here, and 


exports the coal to the coaling station 
in order that he may fulfil his con- 
tract. But it is doubtful whether he 
can be said to export the coal in 
pursuance of any contract with his 
buyer, for the buyer is only concerned 
with the supply to him at the coaling 
station, and so far as he is concerned 
the seller may buy the coal afloat or 
export it at any time he pleases. Under 
these circumstances a question might 
arise as to whether the terms of the 
clause as it stands would enable the 
Treasury to remit the duty, and yet it 
would be fair and reasonable that it 
should be remitted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 34, to leave out ‘in pur- 
suance of, and insert ‘for the purpose of ful- 
filling.’ ”—(Mr. Warr.) 


Question proposed—** That the words 
‘in pursuance of’ stand part of the 
clause.’ 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that this 
was a technical point, and he thought 
the words in the clause as it stood were 
sufficient for the hon. Gentleman’s 
purpose. He would be very glad, how- 
ever, to communicate with his hon. friend 
on the matter. 


‘on our ships in 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS | formally 
moved the Amendment standing in his 
name in order that the Chancellor 
of the Exehequer, who said that his 
great object was that foreigners should 
pay this tax, might inform the Committee 
why he proposed to exempt from the 
duty bunker coal which was shipped 
on a foreign ship. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 36, after the word ‘any’ to 
insert the word ‘British.’ ”)—(Mr. Samuel 
Evans.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘ British’ be there inserted.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that if the 
privilege of shipping bunker coal free of 
duty were confined to British ships, one 
result would be that foreign ships would 
not call at British ports for bunker coal, 
and these ports would lose considerably 
in consequence. But a more important 
objection to the Amendment was that 
it would impose unequal treatment on 
foreign ships, and would thus be a 
breach of our treaties with foreign 
nations. The result would be retaliation 
their ports, which 
would be very much more to our injury 
than to theirs. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS said that the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer had made 
a great deal about the question of re- 
taliation ; but he could not see how the 
right hon. Gentleman could consistently 
carry out his policy of making the 
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foreigners pay unless he accepted the’ 


Amendment. Without the Amendment 
the result would be that a foreign vessel 
would obtain bunker coal in this country 
free of duty, while a British vessel coaling 
at any port outside this country, even in 
British possessions, would have to pay 
the tax. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS believed his 
hon. friend was perfectly right ; and it 
seemed an extraordinary thing that 
whereas a foreign ship could coal here, 
and have their coal free of duty, a British 
ship bunkering in, say, Colombo, had got 
to pay the duty. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that for 
many years past we had treated foreign 
ships the same as British ships in our 


ports, and it would be unwise in the’ 


interest of the trade of this country if 
another rule were adopted. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that as he 
was against the duty altogether he would 
not press his Amendment ; but he had 
thought it necessary to point out the 
anomaly. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS said that 
grievances might arise from the rule 
in consequence of ships taking bunker 
coal and trading coal at the same time. 
In Glasgow they had had trouble in this 
way in regard to coal dues. 


Sin M. HICKS BEACH: Arrange- 
ments have been made in regard to that 
point. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS) moved to 
leave out Sub-section (5). He sa‘d that 
this Amendment really raised a ques- 
tion which had not yet been deter- 
mined by the Committee. Sub-section 5 
defined what the term “ coal ”’ included 
for taxation purposes. It said that for 
the purposes of this Act coal included 
culm, coke, cinders, and manufactured 
fuel. He was not sure what culm 
was, but he was perfectly certain that 
he did not know what cinders were. 
It was true that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in dealing with manu- 
factured fuel —which he understood 
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was patent fuel—said he was willing 
to take into consideration the price 
of the coal which was used in manu- 
facturing this fuel, and that if the price 
was less than 6s. per ton, then the patent 
fuel entirely escaped taxation. But the 
right hon. Gentleman had not made a 
similar declaration in regard to coke, or 
culm, or cinders. He thought it was 
bad enough to impose this extra duty 
on coals, but it was worse to impose it on 
manufactured articles. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 1, to leave Sub-section (5).” 
—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘That Sub-section 
(5) stand part of the clause.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he had 
found this definition in the original Coal 
Act. ‘To some extent these articles were 
manufactured, but they were valuable 
articles, and there was no reason why 
they should not be taxed. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said they had 
had no information yet in regard to 
cinders, although of course he knew 
what cinders were in the ordinary mean- 
ing in English. Where was culm manu- 
factured, what was the price of culm, 
and where was it exported to! The 
right hon. Gentleman had confessed that 
he had put this sub-section in the Bill 
because he had found it in some Act of 
Parliament passed fifty or sixty years 
ago. The right hon. Gentleman must 
have some reason for the faith that was 
in him, and surely he could tell what was 
the average price of culm, and coke, and 
cinders. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he could 
not carry in his mind all these petty 
details as to the prices of these articles 
and the countries to which they were 
exported. Culm was, he believed, a 
mixture of coal and clay, and it was 
exported to some extent. On the report 


he might amend the words, but he hoped 
they would now be passed as they stood. 
The tax to be placed on manufactured 
fuel would depend on the value of the 
coal used in making it, and he would 
see how far that principle could be 
applied to the others. 
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Mr. D. A. THOMAS asked if the 
right hon. Gentleman could give a rough 
estimate of the amount of revenue he 
expected to derive from these articles: 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: No; I have 
to inquire about their value. 


*Sik JOSEPH PEANE said that these 
words had different meanings in different 
districts: In his district the large ashes 
that came from the engine boiler fires 
were generally called cinders, and with 
coke breeze were often used for ballasting 
railways, and would not be subject to 
duty under the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer’s proposed remission of articles 
under the value of 6s. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. DAVID MaclVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) moved in page 3, line 2, at end, 
to add ‘‘ Nothing in this section shall 
apply to coal exported from Great Britain 
or Ireland to the Channel Islands or 
the Isle of Man.” He knew that the 
Isle of Man had already been exempted ; 
but, if so, why not the Channel Islands ? 
He thought the Channel Islands had a 
much stronger claim than the Isle of 
Man, and the chambers of commerce 
of Guernsey and Jersey had petitioned 
in favour of the exemption. The 
Channel Islands were the most ancient 
possession of Great Britain, and had 
always been considered as part 
of the United Kingdom. By a charter 
of Queen Elizabeth, which confirmed all 
the rights and privileges of the islanders, 
provision was made to the effect that 
they should be exempted from all 


tributes, tolls, customs, subsidies, and | 


contributions of any kind whatsoever 
towards the general expenses of the 
realm of England, and that the liability 
of the islands to taxation was thereby 
confined to their own internal necessities. 
Those privileges were confirmed by 
Orders in Council on the 21st May 
and 17th December, 1679, and _ the 
islanders were given the right to 
import goods from any part of England 
or Wales free of duty, provided such 
goods were used on the islands, and it 
was worthy of remark that in the latter 


Order mention was specially made 
of coals. ‘Those charters still remained 
in full force, and the _ islanders 
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' instance. 
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respectfully submitted that the privi« 
leges which had been granted to 
them should not be ignored in the present 
He thought there were other 
grounds also on which the Channel 
Islands were entitled to exemption. It 
was the greatest mistake to treat the 
islands as if they were foreign countries. 
The people were most loyal to the Crown ; 
they had been given a certain measure of 
Home Rule, but they had no one in the 
House of Commons to speak for them. 
He thought that they should not be 
placed at a disadvantage on that account, 
but that their request should receive 
favourable consideration. The reason 
why he had ventured to say a word for 
the Channel Islands was that for many 
years he had been a director of one of 
the great railway companies which 
served the Channel Islands, and natu- 
rally and properly he had taken a keen 
interest in them. He went frequently 
to the islands, and understood something 


of their trade. On both islands there 
was a fine race of people. Jersey 
largely supplied England with early 


potatoes, and both islands, but more 
particularly Guernsey, sent us grapes 
and tomatoes. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 


must treat the question more seriously. 


Mr. DAVID MaclVER submitted 
that fruit growing was relevant to the 
coal question, and went on to say that 
the grapes and tomatoes were grown 
under glass by artificial heat, which 
required coals. The islands needed 
revenue for the maintenance of their 
harbours and other local charges, and 
in Guernsey coals already had to pay 
half-a-crown aton. The shilling export 
duty would bring these imposts up to 
three and sixpence. The coal tax would 
be regarded as a great hardship, and he 
thought it was not worth the while of 
the Imperial Government, for the sake 
of so little money as this tax would 
yield, to burden the trade of these islands, 
and to inspire a loyal people with a sense 
of wrong and injustice. He did not 


regard the coal tax as a war tax, but 
nevertheless, in pleading the cause of 
the Channel Islands, he thought he 
might venture to point out that in pro- 
portion to their population they had ina 
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larger measure than any other portion {The hon. Member has told us that the 
of the British dominions given of their | Channel Islands have their own import 
best to help the mother-country in the! system, and that they impose a duty of 
South African struggle. It should also | 2s. 6d. a ton on coal, and yet he asks us 
be remembered that ,the inhabitants of to give the Channel Islands the special 
Jersey and Guernsey, possessed of no/ favour of being exempted from this tax. 
great wealth, had given more than any| What would be the consequence, sup- 
in proportion to their means to help! posing we did so? The Channel Islands 
the various funds in support of those would simply become a depét for supply- 
who had suffered owing to the war, and ing France with English coal, which, as 
that each island had presented the we have no control over their Customs 
mother-country with a battery of! service, our officers could not possibly 
artillery, each costing £7,500. They had check. I think that is a _ sufficient 
never been sufficiently thanked, and it answer. 
was a poor reward for such loyalty to, 
come down upon the Channel Islanders} *Mr. D. A. THOMAS said he listened 
now and ask them to pay a shilling a ton | to the right hon. Gentleman with some 
upon coal. He thought he had shown surprise. He thought that what had 
good reasons why the islands should be} been said with regard to the Channel 
exempted, and he hoped their case would | Islands reshipping coal would also apply 
not suffer before the Committee from | to the Isle of Man. 
the imperfect manner in which he had | 
presented it. | Sir M. HICKS BEACH: We have 
| a special arrangement there. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 2, at end of clause, toadd, | Mr. D. A. THOMAS said it had been 
as a new sub-clause, the words, ‘ Nothing in | found necessary to make a special arrange- 
this section shall apply to coal exported from) ent with the Isle of Man. but surely 
Great Britain or Ireland to the Channel! - eee RET: ep ae 

it would be very easy also to make an 


Islands or the Isle of Man.’”—(Mr. David | ; 2 
Maclver.) |arrangement with the Channel Islands, 


| by which they would undertake not to 

(Juestion proposed, * That those words | reship coal. The right hon. Gentleman 
be there added.” / stated that when the coal tax. was in 
| operation formerly, the Channel Islands 

*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: ‘The hon., were regarded as a foreign country. 
Gentleman has given somewhat curious That was true enough, but the right 
reasons, such as the growing of grapes! hon. Gentleman should remember that 
and tomatoes, why the Amendment | the whole position of things had changed 
should be accepted, but I will endeavour | since then. The right hon. Gentleman 
briefly to take a serious view of. also referred to grapes and tomatoes, but 
his arguments. He contended in the} either he was very inconsistent or his 
first place that owing to  some| memory was very short. Only a few 
ancient charters the Channel Islands} weeks ago, in reply to representations 
had a claim to this exemption. I have | from the Channel Islands, he gave as a 
had this matter carefully investigated, | reason for not making a remission in their 
and I find that those charters and Orders | favour that the islands were able to pro- 
in Council only promised the islanders | duce early potatoes or green peas. If 
such exemptions from Imperial taxation | ‘that were going to be an argument he 
as were enjoyed by the self-governing would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
colonies of the Crown, and that their) to exempt the Scilly Islands. ‘The serious 
existence does not constitute any obstruc- | point was——and it showed one of the 
tion to the imposition of duty on goods | many anomalies which arose from that 
imported from this country. On the| very absurd tax—that when coal was 
contrary, while our colonies in the time ; put on board a vessel running to Jersey 
of William III. and Queen Anne were! at Southampton it was free of sabe, 
treated in a specially indulgent manner | whereas coal supplied at the same price 
in regard to the duty on coal, the Channel and for the same firm put on board at 
Islands were treated as a foreign country. | Jersey for the return voyage was charged 
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duty. <A 


ship running to the Isle of | 
Man had coal free of duty at both ends, 
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been given, 


and why should not a similar exemption 


be applied to a vessel running from 


Southampton to Jersey ! 
Mr. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Boland, John 
Bolton, a Dolling 
Boyle, James 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
tt — 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Kugene 

orange J. 

Daly, James 

Devin os, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

I french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-lorster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manc’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. ( Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, I rederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Mr. D. A. Thomas. 


John 


DA VID MaclV ER said he desired 


leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


Noes, 233. 


AYES. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBr ynmor(Swans’a | 
Jones,W illiam(C: inary onshire | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephl. ( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Mooney, John J. 


The Committee divided :——Ayes, 
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The leave of the Committee not having 


Question put. 


116; 
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Morton, EdwardJ.C. (Devonp’t 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph I 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Captain Cecil Wm. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’ Doherty, William 

O’ Donnell, = (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

Oo Dowd, - home 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Malley, William 


NOES. 


Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, eed 

sig rwood, James 
Blundell, ( ‘olonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 
Brigg, John 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 


Brown,George M. (Edinburgh | 


Bull, William James 


| 


O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, SirCharlesM.( Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Pease,SirJosephW.(Durham) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Loberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Schwann, Charles EF. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, Ié.) 
Thomas,.J A\Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson,DrE C(Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Warner,Thomas Courtenay 'T. 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Nortolk ) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
MacIver and Mr. D. A. 
Thomas. 


Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. I. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 


Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 


| Channing, Francis Allston 


Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
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Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cox, [Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Pornder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

llower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene,Sir KW(B’ryS.Edm’ nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
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Crunter, Sir Robert 
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Harwood, George 
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Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope,J.l.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


Question proposed, “That Clause 3, 
as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN that time of night. 


said that the clause with all the changes progress be now reported. 
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Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetfreys, Arthur Irederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
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Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Massey-Mainwaring,Hon.W.F. 
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Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 


| Penn, John 


Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


? 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

idley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John FI. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. IF. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hn.Arthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Stewart. SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
W odehouse, Rt. Hon. E.R.( Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Nors—Sir 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
William Walrond 
Anstruther. 


proposed would require a certain amount 
of debate which could hardly begin at 


He suggested that 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH admitted 
that the clause would require a reasonable 
amount of discussion. 


Motion made and Question, “ That 
the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again ”°—(Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer)—put, and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; 
again upon Thursday. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT [Exrensks]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Question again proposed, “ That it is 
expedient to authorise the payment, out 
of moneys to be provided by Parliament, 
of any Expense incurred by the Secretary 
of State in any inquiry under the pro- 
visions of any Act of the present session 
to amend the Factory and Workshop 
Acts.” —(Mr. Secretary Ritchie.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is expedient to 
authorise the payment, out of moneys to 
be provided by Parliament, of any ex- 
pense incurred by the Secretary of State 
in any inquiry under the provisions of 
any Act of the present session to amend 
the Factory and Workshop Acts. 


Resolution to be reported this day. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 


ADJACENT LAND) [Exrensss}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowTHER 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient to authorise the 


payment, out of moneys to be provided | 
by Parliament, of all Expenses incurred | 
by the Commissioners of Works under 


any Act of the present session for the 
acquisition of certain land, near the 


{COMMONS} 


(Cumberland, | 
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Sin THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 


the House. 


''N.): I object. 
| 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovua.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): This is only a matter 


| which has already been agreed to by the 


House. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I 


am 


to sit | aware of that, but some time ago I asked 
for information which was not given. 


It being after Midnight, and objection 
being taken to Further Proceeding, the 
Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 
sit 


Committee report Progress; to 


° La Al 
again ‘To-morrow. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR. 
MATION BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Gas and Water Orders Confirma- 
tion Bill.’ —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


| GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
_ stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Gas Orders Confirmation Bill.” — 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 1) BILL 
' Copy ordered, of ‘ Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. 
| Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
‘in the Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


KING’S SCHOLARSHIP EXAMINATION. 

Return ordered, ‘ of Statistics of the 
King’s Scholarship Examination, Christ- 
/mas, 1900, in respect of Pupil Teachers 
from Rural Schools.”—(Mr. Llewellyn.) 


National Gallery in London, and for ' 


other purposes connected therewith.’’— 
(Mr. Akers-Douglas.) 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 


Member 


A texrIish- * a . 
t Asterisk (*) at the commencement fia Speech indicates revision by the 
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cford, HOUSE OF COMMONS. | LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
5 | SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
e Wednesday, 26th June, 1901. | Petitions in favour, from Kempston ; 
| Wigan ; and Tynemouth ; to lie upon 


4. Sie | the Table. 
* mt PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 
the | 
—— | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL, | ve any 

am Lords’ . as etitions against, from Northampton ; 
isked a ee considered, and | | Sutton-in- Ashfield ; Hyde; and _ Ponte- 
en. - ; | fract ; to lie upon the Table. 
ction POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [Lords] | Petitions in favour, from Clapham 
the PRESTATYN WATER BILL [Lords]. | Junction 3, Morley ; Altrincham (three) ; 
> his SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. | Dudley (six) ; Parkstone ; Lansdowne ; 


hn Cael, ‘elidel to es eal | | Greenhill; ¢ Camden Town ; Trevadlock = 
. sit [< the third time. elynt ; Bristol (three) ; Bedminster ; 
| Horfield; Wareham ; Sheftield ; Dept- 
jae Weten Co | wes | ford ; St. Albans ; Neweastle- upon-T’ yne 
" : New Annesley (two); Hucknall Huth- 


Vember 


— 5 eee : waite; Mansfield Woodhouse; East 
jist : Read a second time, and committed. | Kirkby (five) ; Kirkby-in-As shfield (two) ; 
om Bima | Sutton-in-Ashfield (seven) ; W arsop 3 
nded AE ELLAND GAS BILL [Lords]. | Pleasley Hill ; ; Kirkby \ oodhouse ; Stan- 
rma Ee Report [25th June] from the Select | ton Hill; East Field Side ; Ford (two) ; 
= Committee on Standing Orders read. | Halifax ; Portsmouth (two) ; Southport ; 
ce Shillington; Brighton; Bermondsey ; 
fi Peas 3 eo —e he read a second | Forest, Hill ; Selly Oak ; Walworth (two) ; 
_ S Kees Fulham ; Newport (Isle of Wight) ; East 
dum f- aia ti | Finsbury ; Hornsey; Kentish Town ; 
con- 'Cwm Bonynaen; Nerthwich ; Luton : 
ided ‘4 PETITIONS. | Tronville ; Titley ; and Dundee; to lie 
J FS ail | upon the Table. 
5S EDUCATION BILL. | é' 
yw OR ' Petition from Tynemouth, against ; to "Te Gane coe ie 
§ he upon the Table. ataaaae: : : 
e ns ee : Petition from Largs, in favour ; to lie 
dum J, ‘Petition from Norwich, for alteration ;| pon the Table 
con- F* to lie upon the Table. on 
ided FR a 
tion I> Enire: - sary eee . 
0 3 EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) | prrT-RNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
N Is Petition from Tynemouth, in favour ;| ; en h ; ; 
, % to lie upon the Table. PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
x : | (VISITING COMMITTEES). 
lum § FACTORY AND WORKSHOPS ACTS | Copy presented, of Draft Rule pro- 
rd i AMENDMENT BILL. | posed to be made by the Secretary of 
ded Petition of the Sanitary Institute, in | State for the Home Department under 


| the Prisons Acts, 1877 and 1898, with 
| respect to the constitution of the Visiting 
BILL. | Committee of Borstal Prison [by Act]; 


Hon favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP 


ON. 

the _ Petition of the Sanitary Institute, in| | | to lie upon the Table. 

ist | ‘vour ; to lie upon the Table. |PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 

1ers | (APPROPRIATION OF BORSTAL 

yn.) HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES} PRISON TO SELECTED CRIMINAL 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. | PRISONERS). 

fter Petition of the Sanitary Institute, s Copy presented, of Draft Rule pro- 


favour; to lie upon the Table. posed to be made in pursuance of Section 
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25 of the Prisons Act, 1877, Appropriat- 
ing Borstal Prison to Selected Male 
Criminal Prisoners [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
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| June, 1901, was based.”—(Mr. Austen 
| Chamberlain.) 


| Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
|upon the Table, and to be printed. 
|[No. 229.] 


(RULES FOR PRISONERS BETWEEN | 


AGES OF 16 AND 21 YEARS). 

Copy presented, of Draft of Special 
Rules proposed to be made by the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
under the Prisons Act, 1898, with 
regard to Prisoners between the ages of 
16 and 21 years [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 25th June; Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 230.] 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 25th June; Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 231.] 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 25th June; Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 232.] 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. 
eturn presented, relative thereto 
fordered 25th June; Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 233.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 19th June, 1901, granting to Mr. 
A. C. G. Cameron, Geologist, Geological 
Survey, Board of Education, a Retired 
Allowance under the Act [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


WAYS AND MEANS. 

Copy ordered, “ of statement showing 
the Grants in Committee of Supply 
upon which the Resolution of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of 25th 


' Grand Committee. 


|SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL 


Order for Committee read. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) rose 
|to move, “ That the Order be discharged, 
and that the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Law.” It would, 
he said, be out of order, or at any rate 
‘irrelevant, to discuss the merits of the 
Bill on this motion ; the question was 
whether the Bill should be considered in 
Committee of the Whole House or in 
Grand Committee. He confessed that if 


| he had had the choice he should have pre- 


ferred the Bill to be threshed out on the 
floor of the House, because he felt confi- 
dent that if a full opportunity of thresh- 
ing out every Amendment were given to 
the Committee the Bill would have 
emerged from the ordeal in a shape much 
nearer to that in which it now stood than 
was likely if it went to a Grand Com- 
mittee. But he thought they were not 
justified in asking the Government to 
do anything for this Bill which they 
would not have done had they intro- 
duced it themselves, and he felt certain 
that if the Bill had been theirs the 
Government would have sent it to a 
Not only did he 
believe that the Government would have 
adopted that course, but if this Bill 
was to pass at all it must be sent to a 
Grand Committee, and if the House re- 
jected his motion they would be simply 
killing the Bill. It had been laid down 
by Mr. Gladstone that Bills dealt with 
by Grand Committees should be of a 
non-party character, and he thought 
this Bill came within that description. 
He appealed to those who voted for the 
Second Reading—and 376 hon. Gentle- 
men voted for it—who by their votes 
certainly meant that the Bill should pass 
in some shape or form, to carry his motion. 
He wished hon. Gentlemen to be logical 
and rational, and not to stultify them- 
selves by refusing to support the motion. 
A rumour had reached him that the 
argument of the recommendations of the 
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Royal Commission was to be used against 
this motion, but it was a dangerous thing 
to talk of a rope in the house of a 
man who had been hanged. The Royal 
Commission it was perfectly true—— 


Sale of Intoxicating 


{26 JUNE 1901} 





*Mr. SPEAKER ruled that any discus- | 
sion upon the recommendations of the | 
Royal Commission would be out of order. | 


Mr. CROMBIE said he wished to keep | 
entirely within the bounds of order, and | 
he would only say that it seemed to him | 
that the opponents of the Bill should be | 
very chary of saying anything about the | 
recommendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion. In order to meet the opposition to 
the Bill certain Amendments had been 
introduced. He hoped that, in view of 
the concessions which the supporters of | 
the Bill were prepared to make, hon. 
Members would vote for his motion. He 
begged to move. 


*Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) 
seconded the motion. He said that if the 
Bill were not sent up to the Grand Com- 
mittee there would be no chance of the 
measure passing this session, or perhaps 
for many years.’ There was no Bill before 
the House which had excited a greater 
amount of interest. He desired to send 
it to the Grand Committee because he 
thought it had in it the making of a most 
useful and reasonable measure of mode- 
rate temperance reform, and because he 
considered that there was no Bill more | 
worthy of being sent up to a Grand Com- | 
mittee than one which sought to protect 
the little children of our land and check 
at the fountain head that stream of intem- | 
perance which everybody deplored. 


|'Grand Committee a 


| mittee of 
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had been interested in the discussions 
twenty years ago on the question of the 
establishment of these Committees would 
be familiar with the fact that it was laid 
down, not only by Mr. Gladstone, but by 
all those who took an active part in the 
discussion, that the reference to Grand 
Committees should be confined to non- 
contentious measures. The hon. Gentle- 
man opposite had spoken of measures 
which were not of a party or political 
character. Mr. Gladstone unquestion- 
ably did except from his procedure 
measures of a party or political cha- 
racter, but he went far beyond that, 
and excepted all contentious measures. 
He had also used words showing that it 
was in his mind that a measure appa- 
rently of a non-contentious character 
which assumed in its passage through 
contentious cha- 
racter should be committed to a Com- 
the Whole House. The 
remarks of the hon. Gentleman who 
seconded the motion were evidently 
made in ignorance of the fact that the 
principle of reference to Grand Com- 
mittees had been adopted on the dis- 
tinct assurance that it should be applied 
only to  non-contentious measures. 
Both the mover of the motion and 
the seconder spoke of the great 
public interest of the Bill, but that 
was a matter he would not deal with ; he 
was only dealing with the question from 
the point of view of history and precedent. 
If the measure were sent to Grand Com- 
mittee it was true all hon. Members in- 
terested would have an opportunity for 
discussing it, because it would come up on 
Report, when opinions might be freely 


'expressed. But he had always thought 


| that the amount of time saved by refer- 


Moved, ‘“‘ That the Order for Com- 
mittee be discharged, and that the Bill 
be committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law.” —(Mr. Crombie.) 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, | 
Thanet), in opposing the motion, agreed | 
that the merits of the Bill could not now | 
be discussed. He intended to confine | 
his remarks to the question of procedure, | 
and he hoped that the question of sending 
the Bill toa Select Committee or a Grand 
Committee would not be mixed up in any | 
way with a debate upon the merits of the | 


Bill itself. Those who had taken part or | 


( 


ence to Grand Committee was, under 
those circumstances, largely detracted 
from, and more especially would that 


| be so in the case of a measure that had 
| aroused great public interest. 


A great 
number of petitions had been presented 
relating to this Bill 





*Mr. TRITTON : How many against ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I cannot 
tell. 


*Mr. TRITTON : About 4,430 petitions 
in favour of the Bill and only 107 against. 
3L 2 
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Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: The hon. 
Member does not give the number of 
signatures, but that is a detail. 


*Mr. TRITTON : But I can. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER thought the 
hon. Member was ill-advised in raising a 
debate on the merits of the Bill or in 
challenging him to give statistics, when 
he was merely addressing himself to 
a question of procedure. The hon. 
Member had shown that hundreds 
of thousands of persons in the country 
were taking an interest in the Bill, and 
it could not, therefore, be styled a non- 
contentious measure. He was told that 
no fewer than 170 Members of that 
House had made application to be put 
upon the Grand Committee. That was 
ten or twelve times the number that 
could possibly be appointed, and it rather 
showed that the House wanted to con- 
sider this Bill in its collective capacity. 


As regarded the merits of the Bill, he had : 


said nothing. The question they had 
to decide was a very serious one, which 
affected the whole system of procedure, 
and without regard at all to the merits 
of this particular Bill, he hoped that on 
these broad grounds the House would 
adhere to the principle already laid 
down, and would not create a dangerous 
precedent. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. 


Gentleman opposite has on this occasion 
exposed two qualities which admirably 
distinguish him—an extreme accuracy 
of statement and perfect consistency 
of conduct—but the right hon. Gentle- 
man has also posed in a character in 
which I and a good many others cannot 
altogether accept him. He has posed 
as the expositor of the mind of Mr. 
Gladstone. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: No, I did 
not talk about the mind of Mr. Gladstone. 
I simply read his words from Hansard. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


The right hon. Gentleman read Mr. 
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| to be familiar with it than the right hon. 

Gentleman opposite. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s argument was that this 
procedure was only intended to be applied 
to non-contentious business ; that this 
was a contentious measure; and that, 
therefore, the procedure ought not to be 
applied to it. But what does the right 
hon. Gentleman mean to be understood 
by a non-contentious measure? What 
can be called a non-contentious measure 
if this is not one? It was carried on 
the Second Reading by a majority of 
between five and six to one, and even 
on the side of the House which the right 
hon. Gentleman adorns there was a 
majority of nearly four to one. Surely 
a non-contentious measure does not mean 
a measure in which nobody takes an 
interest at all! According to the defini- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman, that 
would be the only Bill which ought to be 
sent to a Grand Committee. I do not 
think there is anything in the contention 
of the right hon. Gentleman. I do 
not know whether the House has observed 
a peculiar deficiency in our constitution 
whie this matter was being discussed. 
That is a Government day. His 
Majesty’s Government have taken pos- 
session of the time of the House, and 
have set apart this day for a particular 
purpose under their guidance and instrue- 
tion. But where is His Majesty’s 
Government ? 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY TO THE TREASURY (Sir 
Wituiam WaLronb, Devonshire, Tiver- 
ton) said this particular Wednesday 
was taken by the Government so as to 
enable these two Bills to be placed at the 
disposal of private Members. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
But surely, when the Government takes 
that course, there should be some guid- 

‘ance from the Government. These 
are not two casual Bills picked up acei- 
dentally out of a number of private 
|Members’ Bills, but they are Bills with 
| reference to which the Government 
| has a policy. Hitherto we have had the 


| advantage of the presenve of the Scotch 


Gladstone’s mind into his words. The | Solicitor General, of the Irish Attorney 
mind of Mr. Gladstone was a somewhat | General, and of the Under Secretary 
remarkable intellectual instrument, and | for the Home Department, who, I am 
I do not know anybody who is less likely | glad to see, has recovered from his recent 
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efforts to maintain order at Stratford-on- 
Avon. On the last occasion on which 
the right hon. Gentleman represented 
His Majesty’s Government my right 
hon friend the Member for East Fife 
asked a very simple question, pertinent 
to the subject in hand, and entirely 
within the range of the Department 
which the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
represents. The right hon. Gentleman, 
with that good-humoured affability which 
always distinguished him, rose and said, 
“I will go and inquire,” and we never 
saw him again. 


Sale of Intoxicating 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror tHe HOME DEPARTMENT 
(Mr. Jesse Co.iiincs, Birmingham, 
Bordesley) said the right hon. Gentleman 
had rather misrepresented his position. 
His right hon. friend the Member for 
Kast Fife asked when a certain Depart- 
mental Committee would report. It 
was impossible for anyone who was not a 
Member of the Committee to answer the 
question, and, wishing to obtain the 
information for his right hon. friend, he 
went to consult the Departmental Com- 


mittee at the Home Office. Thinking 
that his right hon. friend wished 


genuinely for the information, as soon 
as he had obtained it he communicated 
it to him. That was the whole story. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am extremely glad to have elicited 
this information and an explanation 
of what has previously been a mystery, 
but I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will not confine himself to giving the 
information to my right hon. friend, 
because the House also would like the 
information. But on this occasion | 
assume that the right hon. Gentleman 
is in the House, not only for the purpose 
of having questions addressed to him 
and of going to the Home Office to 
inquire, but of stating, on the part of 
His Majesty’s Government, the policy 
they mean to pursue with regard to these 
Bills. I have not completed my category. 
There was also on the Treasury Bench 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
whose thoughts were no doubt in China ; 
and then there was the Secretary to the 
Treasury, whose particular function is 
to be most useful to the Government in 
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the House and to be kind and courteous | 
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| to hon. Members of the House, but whose 
/main purpose is to remain dumb while 
other people speak. But, seriously, I do 
not think we should be allowed to discuss 
this question without any intimation 
at all of the feeling of the Government 
in regard to it, and I hope that before 
the debate has gone much further we 
shall be honoured by the presence of 
someone capable of instructing the 
House upon the subject. 


*EaRL PERCY (Kensington, 38.) said 
he did not intend to raise any objection 
to sending the Bill to a Committee up- 
stairs, because he was in favour of the 
Bill and had voted for the Second Read- 
ing, and he agreed that it would be im- 
possible to pass it this session if it was to 
be taken in Committee of the Whole 
House. At the same time, he thought 
it would be very undesirable for the 
promoters of the Bill to labour under 
any misconception as to the degree of 
unanimity which was likely to prevail 
in the House when the Bill came down 
from the Committee and was taken 
on the Report stage. There were two 
classes of Bills which were sent up to a 
Select Committee. The one class was 
composed of non-contentious measures, 
which everybody wished to see passed, 
and as to the principle of which everyone 
was agreed, and the other of Bills which 
no one desired but for which it was 
desirable to provide a decent burial, 
and which were, therefore, sent upstairs 
to the private crematorium. This Bill 
was not of that character. Undoubtedly 
the Bill had evoked a considerable amount 
of favourable feeling in the country, 
and it passed its Second Reading by an 
overwhelming majority, but it by no 
means followed that therefore it was a 
non-contentious measure. In one sense 
the Bill was a very contentious one, and 
the principle for which they voted was 
quite different from that embodied 
in the Amendments certain to be moved 
in Committee upstairs, on which many of 
them would not be represented. One 
matter, the penalising of parents, was of 
great interest indeed. In voting for the 
Bill he did so on the plain ground that 
the liquor trade was a monopoly, and 
under the statutes of Parliament they 


d 


had the right to deal with it, and there- 
fore they had the right to provide thas 
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intoxicating liquors, like poisons, mightinot | constituents desired to have this Bill 
be sold to persons who had not reached | passed, the best way of doing it was for 
a certain reasonable age. But when | the right hon. Gentleman to vote for the 
they came to a “ different ” principle, | resolution. Unless the resolution were 


that the public-house was of a certain | passed the Bill could not possibly become 
character—— | law this session. He thought they could 


* ‘ “Pp. T ._ | very well postpone the discussion till the 
Mr. SPEAKER: The noble Lord ~ Report stage, if any hon. Gentleman 
going into the principle of the Bill. | wished to oppose it. 
* ari pot reverting to the ques: | «Siz FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 
<se0e ta ap ere Ph poe i | he certainly hoped the Bill would be 
SO ane ae was a to’ Y | referred to the Grand Committee on Law. 
different principle from that for which | ee Riek gebeiieaee” Sdieau ti Vb 
me woted.on the Second Reading. | action of that Committee, and believed 


Str W. HART-DYKE (Kent, Dart-| that all the Amendments which had 
ford) said he thought it was a great pity | been put down on the Paper were of 
that this Bill should have been intro-| such a character that they could only be 
duced by a private Member. He thought | thoroughly discussed by the Standing 
a question of this kind, affecting as it} Committee on Law. This Bill was not 
did the social and domestic life of a great | nearly so contentious as the Vaccination 
mass of the people, ought to be dealt | Bill, which was dealt with by that 
with only in Committee of the Whole | Committee, and had become a law of the 
House, and under the full auspices of the | land. It was one which he believed 
Government of the day. It was not a| was desired by a large proportion of 
question to be hurried through the Second | the working classes of this country, who- 
Reading in two or three hours. He was | would regard it as a great misfortune if 
in the unhappy position that, owing to| the House of Commons did not give 
his being a member of the Committee of | proper facilities for passing a Bill which 
Selection, he would be unable to serve on | a large portion of the community at all 
the Grand Committee. He regarded this | events believed would produce sobriety 
as an impossible and impracticable Bill, | and prosperity in the country. 

a clear proof of which had been given by | ‘(PETTOAN (Darhechire &)\ cai 
“a Be ns paren te | Ph cadre again raat A 
he was afraid that some day in August, | ™tee, and was of gees that , 
and perhaps after twelve o'clock at | Committee of the House of Commons 
night, they would be driven to discuss the | ¥“* the only proper tribunal to discuss 
Bill on the Report stage, which would be | “ measure of this kind, he did not wish = 
a great mistake. Public opinion was not impede its progress. The Bill dealt nt : 
yet fully alive to the proposals of the Bill. | the private life and habits of the people, 
That was a fact, and. as the House knew, | #24 it was to be regretted that it should 
their proceedings were always six months | be taken away from the House of Com- 
ahead of public opinion. It would take | MOS and discussed upstairs in what 
at least another six months for the mass | ©Uld only be regarded as a private 
of the working classes of the country to | CP@city. He sincerely hoped that the 
understand the meaning of the Bill. A | Grand Committee would be able So au 
great many of his constituents were guard the various interests which the 
anxious to have the Bill passed, and it | proposals of the Bill attacked. 
was very hard that he should be placed | 
in the position of having to give a hostile 
vote tothe measure ; but he appealed, on 
behalf of those who as yet knew nothing | 
about it, to allow the Bill to be dealt with 
in Committee of the Whole House. 


*Sir HARRY BULLARD (Norwich) 
did not wish to stop the progress of the 
Bill, which was well thought of in his 
constituency ; but as a brewer and a 
| frequenter of public-houses he asked for 
fair play to be shown to that particular 

Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesea) | business. They were fully as_philan- 
said that if the right hon. Gentleman's | thropic as were the proposer and 


Earl Percy. 
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seconder of the measure, and they did | 
not wish—nor could any right-minded | 
kiddies ” | 


man wish —to see little 
toddling along tie streets with pots of | 
beer. All they wished was that the pro- | 
moters of the Bill would meet them in a/| 
fair way with respect to the age limit. | 
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but they had _ been _ sufficiently 
heard, and there was a whole literature 
already published on this matter. 
They were heard before the Beer Com- 
mittee of 1899, and by the Manches- 
ter committee appointed by the brewers 


w 


| themselves, and the matter is now also 


| being investigated by a Royal Com- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The. 
hon. Member must confine his remarks 
to the question. 


*Stir HARRY BULLARD disclaimed 
all intention of entering into the merits of 
the Bill, but he found as a listener to the 
debates that a great deal more time was 
occupied in discussing how the business 
was to be done than was devoted to the 
business itself. He did not wish to 
reiterate the merits of the Bill, but seeing 
that so many were anxious to see it 
passed into law, why should they not sit | 
on a Saturday and discuss it before a 
Committee of the Whole House? He 
would not vote against the motion, 
because in their particular business they 
wished to have the matter settled ; they 
desired to be amenable to the law, and to 
do their duty as average Englishmen. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


BEER BILL. 
Order for Committee read. 


*Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) moved 
“ That the Order for Committee be dis- 
charged, and that the Bill be committed 
to the Standing Committee on Law.”’ 
The opponents of the Bill had declared 
that it was of so highly technical a cha- 
racter that it could not be adequately dis- 
cussed by a Standing Committee on Law, 
but that it must go to a Select Committee. 
He should confine himself to the mere 
question—whether it was simple enough 
to be dealt with by the Grand Committee 
on Law, or too technical. The opponents 
to the Bill contended that until the Re- 
port of the Royal Commission on Arsenic 
in Food and Drink had been published, 
this Bill was premature. That argument 
was based on the assumption that the 
Bill sought to elbow out the Royal Com- 
mission on Arsenic, but it did nothing of | 
the kind. There was a great outcry 
about the brewing and agricultural 
interests, and about their being heard ; | 


mission. ‘There is already a whole litera- 
ture of evidence on the subject, to master 
which one must ‘Scorn delights and 
live laborious days’ poring over 


Blue-books and other documents. 
But great as is this stir about 
5 


interests, I have heard or read hardly 


| a word about another and greater interest 


—-that of the consumer. I must be 
careful not to go into details, but it is 
said that the Bill will upset arrangements 
in the brewing trade and in the manu- 
facture of malt substitutes ; that it will 
upset arrangements which have existed 
for twenty years. It will do no such 
thing. Brewers will still be able to brew 
as they like and what they like, so far as 
this Bill is concerned. The motion to 
refer the Bill to a Select Committee is 
intended to kill the Bill. It is a motion 
which reveals the real nature of the 
opposition. Our opponents do not rest 
upon the inherent strength of their own 
case or upon any inherent weakness in 
ours; they simply attempt to hang up 
the Bill and to stop its further progress 
under a colourable stratagem, wearing 
the mask of a desire for more light on a 
matter which requires no further light 
so far as this Bill is concerned. I do not 
complain of their using all the means in 
their power to achieve their end; I only 
hope they will not succeed by concealing 
their real object under the cloak of a 
motion—to refer the Bill to a Select 
Committee. In vain is the net set in 
the sight of any bird, and I trust the 
House will not be caught with its eyes 
open. I beg to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Order for Committee be dis- 
charged, and that the Bill be committed 
to the Standing Committee on Law, 
ete.””--(Mr. Purvis.) 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): I rise to express the hope that 
the House will not agree to this proposal. 
I do so solely in the interests of the Stand- 
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ing Committee procedure of this House. 
Although it is difficult to formulate in 
the Standing Orders the distinction 
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, capable of dealing with the subject, but 
/other members wou d be added who are 
specially qualified, by their interest or 
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between Bills which ought to go to| occupation, to deal with the more techni- 


Standing Committees and Bills which | cal aspects of the question. 
should be considered by Committee of the 


There have 
been many inquiries into the matter ; 


Whole House, from the point of view of the Second Reading of the Bill was 
common sense, and of experience of the | carried by a large majority ; and there 


working of the Grand Committees, the 
thing is not by any means so difficult. 


| will be a further opportunity of discussion 
on the Report stage. I hope, therefore, 


What you cannot say in a Standing|the motion of the hon. Member tor 


Order, but what you can in your own 
mind define as a distinction, is that the 
House should not send to be discussed 
by Standing Committees Bills which are 
in their nature deeply controversial, and 
which, as such, are opposed on Second 
Reading on matters of principle. On the 
other hand, for sending to Standing 
Committees you must find Bills which 
are sufficiently amusing in their nature 
to attract Members to the Committees. 
Unfortunately, the Bill before the House 
is condemned by the first of those con- 
siderations. I came down to the House 
prepared to vote, if necessary, for the 
reference of the Bill we have just disposed 
of to a Standing Committee, on the 
ground that I had reason to hope, not- 
withstanding the pessimistic prognosti- 
cations of my noble friend the Member 
for South Kensington, that the Bill had 
reached an uncontroversial stage of its 
existence. But that cannot be said of the 
Bill under discussion. I warn the House 
that if they send this Bill at this stage 
of the session to a Standing Committee 
they will be going far to discredit the 
procedure of those Committees, and to 
make less their opportunity of doing 
such good work as they did in the early 
days of their existence. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
hope the House will adopt the same 
course of action in this instance as was 
adopted with regard to the Children’s 
Bill. Measures of a far more contentious 
and controversial character than the Bill 
before the House have been discussed by 
the Standing Committee. The Diseases 
of Animals Bill and the Vaccination Bill 
are probably within the memory of many 
Members of the House. I am certain 
that no harm would be done by referring 
this Bill to the Standing Committee on 
Law. Not only would the existing 
members of that Committee be fully 


Mr. Stuart Wortley. 


| Peterborough will be adopt d. 


| Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): 1 cor- 
dially agree that this Bill is one of quite 
|a different class and character from the 
|one previously disposed of, and I hope 
|the House will not be influenced by the 
| fact that the fate of the two Bills was set 
'down for decision on the same day, or 
that they seem in some way to be con- 
‘nected in the public mind. I should 
certainly have supported the s nding of 
‘the previous Bill to the Stand’ng Com- 
| mittee, but I suggest that there are many 
| good and valid reasons why that course 
is inadvisable with regard to this measure. 
The hon. Member for Peterborough 
referred with paternal fondness to the 
simplicity of the Bill, saying, rather un- 
wisely, that he who runs may read. | 
invite any hon. Member to take up a 
copy of the Bill, to read it through, and 
| then to say whether or not it is a Bill of a 
simple character. It is a measure of a 
highly complex and technical character, 
and one which, in my humble judgment, 
can be wisely and carefully considered 
only by a Committee which has an 
opportunity of hearing evidence and of 
examining the statements made on the 


subject. The interests involved make 
the subject a complicated one. There is 
‘the great agricultural interest. The 


argument was certainly used by the 
promoters of the Bill that it was a 
measure which would lead to an increased 
demand for English barley. That state- 
ment was contradicted. It may or may 
not be true, but surely, in order to 
ascertain whether or nor it is true, there 
can be no better machinery than that 
of calling witnesses and examining their 
evidence on the matter. Then there is 
the interest of the Revenue. On that 
point I confess I should like to have had 
some guidance from the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. It is quite true that in 
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common with his predecessor the right | 
hon Gentleman spoke and voted against | 
the Bill. But he seemed to be in some 
doubt as to how far the Revenue would 
be affected by the Bill. At the opening 
ot his speech he seemed to say that it 
would be not at all ; later on he appeared 
to be more doubtful ; and finally he said 
he felt himself bound to vote against the 
Bill. I think it is most essential that 
there should be a full opportunity for 
hearing the evidence of the officials of 
the Inland Revenue, not only as to the 
effect of the Bill on the Revenue, but also 
as to the manner in which its provisions 
are to be enforced. There are also the 
interests of those who manufacture beer, 
and of those who sell it. I do not desire 
to suggest that their interests should 
weigh in the consideration of a measure 
of a public character such as this, but 
sure y they have a right to place their 
views before a Committee which is con- 
sidering a Bill which certainly deals with 
their industry in a very drastic fashion. 
The course | would ask the House to 


adopt is of sending the Bill to a Select | 


Committee. In doing so, I venture to 
say that [am acting strictly in accordance 
with precedent. Bills of a complex and 
technical character have repeatedly been 
referred by the House to Select Commit- 
There have been the Bills dealing 
with undersized fish, the Agricultural 
Produce Bill, the Companies Bill, the 
Adulteration Bill, and many others. I 
should like to mention one other, namely, 
the Cottage Homes Bill. At the time 
that was referred to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleatord was 
President of the Local Government 
Board, and it fell to his lot to represent 
the Government. He made a_ very 
interesting speech on the subject, and 
wound up by saying that the Bill ought 
to go to a Select Committee. That is 
exactly my opinion with regard to this 
Bill, and it would be interesting to learn 
why the right hon. Gentleman insisted 
upon that course with regard to a com- 
paratively simple measure like the 
Cottage Homes Bill, and yet objects to it 
being followed when dealing with the 


tees. 


intensely complicated and __ intricate 
matter with which we are now con- 
cerned. The history of this Bill is rather | 


a curious one. I suppose it derives such 
force as it has in public opinion from the | 
deplorable outbreak of poisoning which ! 
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took place last year. But the hon. 
Member for Peterborough has frankly 
admitted that so far as the arsenic ques- 
tion is concerned, the Bill does not touch 
it at all, and the measure, I believe, would 
not have obtained the considerable 
majority it did on the Second Reading 
had it not been for the impression in the 
House and throughout the country that 
the Bill was intended to secure the purity 
and wholesomeness of beer. 


Beer Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not now speaking to the 
motion before the House. 


Mr. FLOWER: I recognise that I was 
going somewhat into the merits of the 
Bill, but I was anxious that the House 
should realise that the Bill is of a totally 
different class from the one recently 
referred to a Standing Committee. This 
is a Bill which touches several interests, 
and it ought to be sent to a Select Com- 
mittee, which could hear the evidence of 
the parties interested, and investigate 
the statements made tor and against the 
measure. I beg to move the motion 
standing in my name. 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the words ‘the Standing 


Committee on Law, ete.,” and insert the words 
‘a Select Committee.’ ’’—(MVr. Flower... 


(Question proposed, * That the words 
‘the Standing Committee on Law, ete.’ 
stand part of the Question.” 

Lord EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): As I happen at 
this moment to be Chairman of the 
Standing Committee on Law, perhaps 
the House will permit me to say a few 
words on this matter. Arguments have 
been put forward with regard to the 
proper functions of Standing Committees, 
the class of Bills that ought to be re- 
ferred to them, and the intentions of 
Mr. Gladstone when the Committees 
were originally set up. I do not intend 
to go over the arguments which have 
been used, but I wish to put before the 
House one fact which has not yet been 
mentioned, but which I think is worthy 
of consideration. I would put it in the 
shape of an appeal to my right hon. 
friend representing the Home Depart- 
ment, what are the intentions of the 
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Government with regard to this Bill ? 
Upon the answer to that question ought | 
to depend very largely—I do not 
exclusively—whether or not the House | 
should send the Bill to the Standing | 
Committee on Law. The session is 
going on. Next Tuesday is July 2nd, 
and on that day the Standing Com- 
mittee will have the Youthful Offenders 
Bill before it. I think we may be able | 
to dispose of that in, at most, two sit- | 
tings—I hope in one. After that, the | 
Committee will have the Children’s Bill | 
to consider. That Bill will lead to con- 
siderably more discussion than the 
Youthful Offenders Bill, and, so far as 
you can make a forecast, I am inclined 
to think that those two Bills will occupy | 
the four days which the Standing Com- | 
mittee has at its disposal in the next 
two weeks. That, no doubt, will leave 
time, perhaps ample time, for the dis- 
cussion of even the controversial issues 
raised by the Bill before the House. | 
But, assuming that the deliberations 
will last a considerable time, and bearing 
in mind that the Committee has only 
two days per week at its disposal, it is 
quite clear that it will be late in the 
session when the Bill comes back to the 
House. In all probability, the Govern- 
ment will then be absolute masters of 
the time of the House, and no private 
Member's measure will have the slightest 
chance of passing unless the Government 
submit it to the friendly ordeal known 
as “starring.” If the Government do | 
not intend to take this Bill under their | 
protection by “ starring ” it, the measure 


will in all probability be lost. That 
raises a very large question. If Bills 


are sent to the Standing Committees at 
a period of the session when the members 
think their labours will be thrown away, 
it will become increasingly difficult to 
secure an adequate attendance or even 
a quorum at the Committees. It is 
frequently difficult, owing to the natur- 
ally dry and technical character of most 
of the measures which go to these Com- 
mittees, especially to the Committee on 
Law, to secure a quorum; but if, in 
addition to that, a Bill comes at this 
period of the session, although it may 
perhaps be of a somewhat more exciting 
character than usual, I am afraid it will 
be difficult to induce members to attend 
if they think—— 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. \ 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the noble 
Lord will not be in order in discussing 
general constitution of the Standing 
Committees, or the difficulty or other- 
wise of inducing members to attend. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 


/I do not wish to discuss the general 


| question ; | only wish to point out “that it 
will be difficult to secure the attendance 
of members if they think the Govern- 
ment do not intend to give facilities to 
the Bill when it comes back to the House. 
That being so, I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he is in a position to 
state the intentions of the Government, 
because if they do not intend to “ star ” 
the Bill, in all probability the appoint- 
ment of a Select Committee would be 
the best course to adopt this year, and 
then next year possibly the Bill might 
pass in its usual course. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I desire to associate myself 
with the hon. Member for Peterborough. 
The difference between the two motions, 
to my mind, is that with one the idea 
is to kill the Bill, while the other is 


|moved with the desire to secure the 


passage of the measure into law. I 
regard the Amendment as a_ politically 
dishonest method of killing the Bill. 
The opponents of the measure have been 
defeated in the division lobby ; they will 
not come out into the open; and they 
want to refer the Bill to a Select Com- 
mittee in order that it may be smothered 
by evidence and have no chance what- 
ever of passing this session. The stale 
suggestion has been made that a Bill of 
this character should not be referred to 
a Standing Committee. I cannot con- 
ceive a Bill which could more properly 
be so referred. The Bill was carried by 
an enormous majority on its Second 
Reading, and yet the hon. Member 
opposite says it has not been sufficiently 
discussed, and that we want more evi- 
dence. There has already been one 
Select Committee, which had the effect 
of killing the Bill for that session. It is 
because I want the Bill to pass that I 
shall strenuously oppose the motion 
of the hon. Member for West Bradford. 
The motion to refer the measure to the 
Standing Committee has not earlier 


' been discussed, because, for three months, 
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it has been deliberately blocked. During 
those three months the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law has had _ practically 
nothing to do, and this Bill might have 
been disposed of but for the action of 
some hon. Members opposite. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON = (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I cannot conceive a better 
or more effective method of killing the 
Bill than that of sending it to a Grand 
Committee. I entirely associate myself 
with the remarks of the noble Lord, 
who has pointed out, with great truth, 
that the Standing Committee on Law 
is now congested with work. As a 
member of the Committee of Selection 
I know perfectly well that at this time 
of the session it will be very difficult to 
get members to attend, especially during 
the hot weather. If the Bill is sent to a 
Select Committee the Committee could 
be appointed almost immediately and 
commence its sittings. There are a 
great many important questions con- 
nected with the subject, and a Select 
Committee could take scientific evidence, 
especially in regard to Clause 2, as to 
substitutes for malt in brewing. I am, 
therefore, emphatically in favour of 
sending the Bill to a Select Committee. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): My hon. friend opposite has very 
properly described this Amendment. It 
is undoubtedly a pretext for killing the 
Bill. But, if the Amendment is bad in 
itself, the reasons urged in its support 
are a great deal worse. The hon. Mem- 
ber for West Bradford has told us that 
the supporters of the Bill desire to refer 
it to a Committee, before which the 
various interests involved cannot pos- 
sibly get a fair hearing, and, also, that it 
is absolutely necessary that we should 
have more evidence. How much more 
evidence is required? On the last 
occasion, when a similar Bill was before 
the House a Committee was appointed. 
That Committee sat for three years, and 
a mass of evidence was taken. Within 
six months after that Committee 
had reported that everything was safe 
and nothing needed to be done the 
recent epidemic broke out. There was 
a Commission appointed at Manchester 
by the brewers themselves, and that 
Commission has just reported. There 
ls a Royal Commission sitting at this 
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moment. That Commission has taken 
a great deal of evidence which has been 
reported from day to day in the public 
press and is accessible to all. There is, 
therefore, an enormous body of evidence 
before the House of Commons and the 
country; and under the circumstances 
it is absurd to propose that the question 
should now be referred to a fourth 
Committee, because, forsooth, the public 
have had no opportunity of gaining 
information upon the question. If hon. 
Gentlemen wish to defeat the Bill, let 
them say so openly. I frankly admit 
that they cannot adopt better means 
than that of sending it to a 
Select Committee. Everybody knows 
that even the appointment of such a 
Committee, unless further time was 
afforded by the Government, is impos- 
sible, as the opponents of the Bill certainly 
would not allow us to take it after 
twelve o'clock. Everybody must under- 
stand that the object of the Amendment 
is to kill the Bill, and I earnestly hope that 
the House, which carried the Second 
Reading by so large a majority, will at 
least grant us this—that the proposals 
contained in this Bill should go before 
the Standing Committee, where they 
can be thoroughly threshed out. And 
here is the answer to the question put 
by the noble Lord opposite. The de- 
cision of the First Lord of the Treasury 
has already been stated on this subject, 
namely, that if the Bill comes back to 
the House not more controversial than 
it goes to the Committee, or, at all 
events, reasonably uncontroversial, as 
we hope, with Amendments, it may do, 
it will naturally go forward through its 
further stages. I, therefore, hope the 
Amendment of my hon. friend will be 
rejected. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): I 
confess that, as a teetotaler, I hardly 
know which way to vote. I know that 
if the Bill is sent to a Select Committee 
it will probably be killed for this session, 
and poisonous beer will not be interfered 
with. That being so, I am not certain 
whether that would not be a good way 
of diminishing the sale of beer. On the 
other hand, if the Bill goes to the Standing 
Committee, it is likely to pass, and then 
you may get pure beer, and my fear is 
that if you get pure beer the sale and 
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the drinking of beer will be increased. 
I am, therefore, in a strait between the 
two. Seeing, however, that the House 
was so generous in relation to the 
Children’s Bill, I feel inclined to treat 
this Bill in the same way, and, therefore, 
having balanced the two proposals, I| 
shall vote for sending the Bill to the 
Standing Committee. 


*Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.): I hope I 
shall be able to settle the indecision of 
the hon. Member who has just spoken 
by telling him that so far as those who 
are responsible for the measure before 
the House are concerned he need not 
trouble his mind at all. The original 
Bill does not provide, or profess to pro- 
vide, in any shape or form for the purity 
of beer. It is not a Pure Beer Bill, but | 
admit that on the Second Reading there 
was some doubt raised on the point, and 
that a large number of Members who 
supported the Second Reading were 
under the impression that they were 
doing something which would ensure 
the purity of beer. I consider that it is 
certainly better to send the Bill to a Com- 
mittee specially selected, who would 
devote their time and attention to the 
discussion of the subject, rather than toa 
Committee composed of a large number 
of Members who are lax in their atten- 


dance, are wanting in expert know- 
ledge of the question, and who 
will not give the attention to the 


subject which its importance warrants, 
because then when the Bill came 
down to the House again on the 
Report stage we should be no further 
advanced than we are now. The hon. 
Member for South Molton taunted the 
minority on this question with having 
been beaten in the open by an enormous 
majority, and with now attempting to 
minimise the importance of the division 
by a side issue, but for the reasons I have 
given, and which I think answer the 
hon. Member, there cannot be the 
slightest doubt as to which is the better 
qualified body to deal with a matter of 
this technical and controversial cha- 
racter. I shall, therefore, support the 
motion to refer the Bill to a Select 
Committee. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I am 
glad to see the First Lord of the Treasury 
in his place, because it is extremely 

Mr. Jordan. 


{COMMONS} 
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desirable that we should have some 
light and leading as to the actual designs 
of the Government in this matter. Asa 
member of the Standing Committee on 
Law, I entirely agree with the remarks 
of the noble Lord beside us. If this Bill 
is sent to the Committee, it should be on 
the distinct understanding that when 
it comes back to the House the Govern- 
ment will take charge of its further 
stages in order that it may pass this 
session. I confess I do not think there 
is any particular privity between law 
and beer; certainly so tar as we Irish 
lawyers are concerned, I think we are 
about as incompetent a tribunal as pos- 
sible to form a judgment on the merits 
of pure beer, so that, prima facie, | 
should be inclined to say that the Bill 
should be considered either by the Whole 
House or by a Select Committee. It 
would be extremely difficult for Members 
like myself, who are anxious always to 
give an intelligent vote, to deal with a 
subject of this more or less technical 
character. If, however, the Govern- 
ment undertake to adopt the Bill when 
it comes back, I will vote for its reference 
to the Standing Committee. 
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Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): I think this Bill should go to a 
Select Committee, because it introduces 
a novel principle into our legislation, in 
that it gives power to justices to compel 
persons to sell a certain article. Under 
these circumstances it would be only fair 
to the people who sell the article that 
they should have an opportunity of pro- 
ducing evidence and stating their case 
before a Select Committee, because if 
the Bill goes to the Standing Committee 
some injustice may be done. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus- 
sex, Horsham): Having occasionally 
served on the Standing Committees, | 
frankly own that a less satisfactory 
tribunal for dealing with a measure of 
this sort could hardly be conceived. The 
attendance is scant and infrequent ; it 
is difficult to know when any particular 
Amendment is coming on; and the 
moment a division is called the door is 
locked, so that everyone outside is pre- 
vented from recording his opinion. 
Those who are serving on private Bill 
Committees, or who are called out of the 
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room on any other business for the | 
moment, know how exceedingly incon- 
venient that is. Furthermore, I do not 
think that the same amount of discussion 
and consideration is given to matters in 
the Standing Committees as is done 
either in Committee of the Whole House 
or before a Select Committee. This Bill 
raises a considerable number of contro- 
versial points, not of principle. but of 
detail. It is true the Second Reading 
was carried by a large majority, but the 
only principle the House then affirmed 
was in favour of the purity of beer. But 
the Bill raises other questions of quite as 
great importance. It has been suggested 
that it would promote the growth of 
English barley. That is a point the 
Committee ought to consider very care- 
fully indeed, as we have no evidence, and 
the Standing Committee could have no 
evidence to justify the supporting of the 
Bill on that ground. The question 
whether malt beer has the sole right to be 
considered pure and wholesome beer, or 
whether beer brewed from malt substi- 
tutes may not be considered equally pure 
and wholesome, is another matter of con- 
siderable importance, which can be 
decided properly only by a Select Com- 
mittee having power to take evidence. 
A third point would be the effect of the 
measure upon the trade itself. | am not 
interested in the trade to any extent, but 
I do say that the Bill would very largely 
affect both the producer and the retailer. 
Under this Bill the retailer will have to 
duplicate all his vessels for the sale of beer. 
I think these are points of principle and 
not of detail, and I hope that they will be 
carefully considered, whatever Committee 
the Bill is referred to. For these reasons 
I cannot help feeling that it would be far 
better that this question should be dealt 
with by a Select Committee or by a Com- 
mittee of this House. I trust this Bill, 
therefore, will be referred to a Select 
Committee which can take evidence. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth): | intend to 
oppose this Bill when it comes back to 
the House, but in order that it may be 
discussed I shall vote for it going to the 
Grand Committee. I think before we | 
proceed any further with this Bill we 
ought to have some opinion upon it from 
some representative of His Majesty's 
Government. 
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Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) : 
I object, in the first place, strongly to the 
Bill beinig referred to the Grand Com- 
mittee. Those who have read the dis- 
cussion which took place when Grand 
Committees were set up, and those who 
were in the House at the time, will 
remember that in the autumn session at 
the end of November Mr Gladstone was 
only able to carry his motion by giving 
an undertaking that only non-contentious 
measures should be sent to Grand Com- 
mittees. My hon. friend the Member for 
Peckham has pointed out that an entirely 
new principle is contained in this Bill. 
With that contention I entirely agree, 
but I do not understand his argument, 
and I cannot see how he justified his con- 
tention that the Bill ought to be referred 
to a Select Committee. I should have 
thought that the hon. Member would 
have contended that the Bill ought to be 
discussed by the whole House, and not by 
some other tribunal. 


Mr. BANBURY: That is why I wish 


it to be sent to a Select Committee. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: In some cases I 
have known such a reason as this induce 
him to oppose such a course being taken. 
I do not think that even a Select Com- 
mittee is specially qualified to deal with 
such a subject. A Select Committee 
ought to be a tribunal for inquiring into 
the subject-matter rather than into the 
merits of the Bill. I am entirely opposed 
toa Select Committee. I want to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bordesley a question. The motion before 
the House is to refer the Bill to the 
Standing Committee on Law, and I am 
opposed to that. The hon. Member for 
Bradford has moved an Amendment to 
refer the Bill to a Select Committee, and 
I am opposed to that course. What I 
desire to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Bordesley is that he 
shall make some statement which will be 
a guide to myself as to which way I shall 
vote when the question is put from the 
Chair, and I hope before the question 
goes to a division the right hon. Gentle- 
man will give me and other hon. Members 
who find themselves ina similar difficulty 
some guidance in this matter. 


Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton): I am afraid that in this matter 
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I take a somewhat more serious view] before 


Beer Bill. 


us, I say that it is 


1536 
a Bill 


than most of the speakers who have| which ought to be dealt with with 


addressed the House upon the-point as knowledge. 


to whether this Bill ought to go toa 
Select Committee or to the Grand 
Committee on Law. I take it that we 
must consider what the opposition to 


| 
| 
| 


this Bill rests upon, so as to see whether | 
| blindly and without knowledge in thiscase 


it is a mere question of drafting or 
a much deeper question requiring a 
knowledge of the facts. I have said 


that I take a most serious view of this 


Bill. 
the brewing industry. The brewing 
industry isa great industry, and though 


This is not because it applies to | 


I wish it were not so great, I feel that | 


it must receive fair treatment at our 
hands. Now this Billis in my view as 
bad a Bill as can be brought before 
Parliament from the point of view not 
only of this special industry, but also of 
industrial progress generally. This 
class of Bill will become more 
and more frequent as we advance 
in knowledge. I have spent my life 
almost in watching the people who 
develop the various industries of our 
land, and I have seen things beginning 
with a mere rule-of-thumb practice 
develop into a science. And the more 
that occurs, what follows? It follows 
that those people who know the science 
and work it to its best advantage, those 
people who give us the greatest power 
over nature and enable us to use that 
power with the greatest economy and 
success get further and further away 
from the knowledge of the common 
people. What they do is not understood, 
and if anybody, whether from some 
political ambition or from greed or 
prejudice, commences an attack upon 
those who are in the forefront of any 
practical science, he can always get an 
audience ignorant enough—I do not use 
the word in any offensive sense—of 
what is being done in the develop- 
ment of that science to support him. 
Now I am asked whether I will let this 
Bill go to a Committee, where it will be 
debated as a political matter without 
an opportunity being afforded of 
arriving at the real facts of the case, or 
whether I want it to go to a Committee 
who can look, examine, and ascertain the 
facts of the case and see what is just to 
the various interests affected by this 
Bill. Now when that is the 


Mr. Moulton. 


issue 


I am sure Mr. Speaker 
will not consider that I am trespassing 
upon another stage of the Bill if I point 
out two or three things which will have to 
be raised in the Committee stage of this 
Bill, for I want to show that to legislate 


is to legislate badly, and that the only way 
in which each one of us can fit himself 
for legislation upon this matter is by 
seriously studying the subject and master- 
ing the facts. Let me take the question 
of the agricultural interest as an example. 
How has this measure obtained support 
from the agricultural interest ? People 
have said, ‘““We grow barley, which 
makes malt ; let us make the brewers 
use malt, and malt only, in the manu- 
facture of beer. This will increase the 
demand for our malt.’’ They do not 
know that the salvation of the 
English malt-grower and the English 


barley-grower lies in the skill with 
which modern brewing science can 


take the defective English malts and 
make them do duty in_ producing 
high-class beer. The quantity of sugars 
and other materials used to render this 
English malt equal to its duty is trivial, 
and if you stop the use of these materials, 
if you throw the ban of public opinion 
upon them, it means that you give up 
to an enormous extent using these 
English malts at all. To the persons 
who merely treat this question as a 
political matter all malt is malt, and 
that which assists in the use of malt 
assists the barley-grower. That is what 
ignorance does, and that is how ignorance 
makes you look at this Bill. But when 
you begin to put yourself in possession 
of the actual knowledge of brewing 
science you see that the additional power 
which has been given to the brewing 
chemists by the knowledge of the pro- 
perties of brewing sugars enables them 
to use the imperfect material which 


is so largely grown in England. The 
true rival of English malt is not 


these sugars. These sugars are its best 


friends. The real rival is the foreign 
malt. Are you going to send a ques- 


tion of this kind to a Committee on Law 
to be swayed by people who spend 
their time in studying law? Are you 
going to send to a Committee on Law 
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a Bill which may have the effect—and| malt is the real problem for those who 


which will have the effect if it is! 
passed and succeeds in its object—of | 
reducing the percentage of English 
malt used from 80 to about 50 per cent. 
Is that the sort of Committee to deal 
with such a question? I do beseech 
this House to look upon this Bill 
in the serious light in which I have! 
put it before the House, namely, that | 
it is attacking people—and chiefly Eng- 
lish people—who have worked out 
during the last twenty or thirty years 
a complete science, of the very rudiments 
of which I do not suppose ten people | 
in this House, with the exception of 
brewers, are acquainted. Are you going 
to take a Bill which will have important 
practical consequences of that kind and | 
send it to people for consideration who 
will discuss it as a matter of drafting. 
This would be all very well if they were 
drawing up a Bill upon some matter | 
which they had been studying all their 
lives, but this is a matter in which the 
one mischievous thing is ignorance. 
It is only ignorance that is here to be. 
feared. I believe that you might take 
at random from all sides of the House 
and from all parties twenty men and 
put them down to legislate on this 
matter, and if they had full know- 
ledge the result would be exactly the 
same whichever twenty men you took. 
That which is dangerous in such legisla- 
tion is legislating without that technical 
knowledge which enables people to under- 
stand the meaning and the purport of 
the very thing to which the Bill is 
addressed. Let me give an example of 
the way in which ignorance or want of 
accurate knowledge upon these points | 
must affect the tribunal dealing with this 
matter. We have heard some speeches | 
hoth on this side of the House and on 
the other side dealing with arsenic in 
beer, as if this Bill had something to do | 
with the poisoning which occurred in 
the recent arsenic epidemic. And this 
the common belief. Yet there is not | 
a man who has gone thoroughly into 
this matter who does not know that this 
question of arsenic in beer has not got 
the remotest connection with this Bill, 
The real difficulty which is felt by every- 
body who has seriously taken up the 
question of arsenic in beer is the} 
keeping of arsenic out of malt. The 


| 
| 


‘out knowledge and pass a 


are dealing with this question. There is 
no difficulty in keeping it out of the 
sugars and other substances used, and 
yet it is against these only that the Bill 
is directed. I do not intend to delay the 
House any further, and all I will ask is 
that hon. Members shall put to them- 
selves this question—Is this a Bill upon 
which a right knowledge is necessary, 
or is it a case in which you may act with- 
measure 
which is going to throw a stigma on the 
methods of the preparation of beer with- 
out the means of arriving at the know- 
ledge of their nature and consequences. 
Remember that these methods which 
are being attacked are really a 
credit to this country? This Bill 
will throw into the background the 
triumphs of science which have given 
us a better, a purer, and a lighter beer, 
and a beer which has been so good that it 
has driven out that invasion of foreign 
beer with which we were threatened at 
one time. The excellence of the brewing 
science has enabled you to resist the in- 
vasion of lager beer. In a question of 
that kind, in which the right and the 


wrong rest upon the right appre- 
ciation of technical questions, will 


you be doing justice to the people 
and the trade of England if you 
send the Bill to a Committee which from 
its very nature cannot ask for informa- 
tion, and must simply trust to that know- 


ledge, or want of knowledge, which 
Members of the Committee might 


possess ! 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : It strikes 
me that there was scarcely any necessity 
for the hon. and learned Member for 
Launceston to state that there were not 
ten members in the House who under- 
stood this question. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
It is quite true.] The hon. Member 
opposite says it is quite true. I do not 


| know whether he is a brewer or a barley 


grower, but I do feel that in this House 
the brewing interest is largely repre- 
sented. As far as I am concerned, I do 
not always agree with my hon. friend the 
Member for South Fermanagh upon this 
question ; but on this occasion I am 
prepared to support the sending of this 
Bill to a Committee upstairs, where I 
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Member for Launceston. Perhaps if 
the hon. Member is placed upon that Com- 
mittee he may be able to dispel some of 
the ignorance which he alleges exists 
among the Members of that Committee. 
I am _ not like the hon. Member 
for South-west Manchester upon this 
question, for I have no _ difficulty 
in making up my mind which 
way to vote. [ intend to support 
this motion, and I do not think there 
need be any hesitation in sending this 
Bill to a Committee upstairs. It is an 
unfortunate thing that so many people 
have been poisoned by the drinking of 
impure beer. We are not troubled in 
Ireland with anything in the way of 
poisoned beer, because it is well known 
that in Ireland the beer is the best in the 
world. 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): I take exception alto- 
gether to the speech of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for 
Launceston. who seems to suppose that 
all knowledge is confined to lawyers. 
The principal line of argument taken up 
by the hon. and learned Member for 
Launceston is that in sending this Bill 
to the Grand Committee we are running 
counter to the development of scientific 
brewing. Are we to accept gratefully 
the scientific knowledge which has re- 
sulted in the deaths of hundreds of people 
by poisoning in Manchester? (Cries of 
“Oh, oh !"] 1 do not wonder that hon. 
Members do not think that argument is 
a sound one—it is only the sufferers from 
the poisoning who think it is sound. 
This development of scientific brewing at 
anv rate has not been advantageous to 
the general welfare of the public. The 
hon. and learned Member for Launceston 
has been allowed to embark upon one 
or two subjects which I should have 
thought were controversial matters. 


that the reason why the observations of 


the hon. and learned Member for the, 
Launceston Division were in order was | 


Mr. Daly. 


{COMMONS} 


think it will be fairly treated. [think the 
Members of the Grand Committee on 
Law will be quite capable of dealing with 
this question in a proper manner, and I 
hope upon that Committee we shall have 
the assistance of the hon. and learned 
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‘that he was pointing out that this Bill 
| was one which involved a great number 
of scientific questions which could not 
be satisfactorily settled by the Committee, 
which had not the opportunity of hearing 
expert evidence. The hon. and gallant 
Member will not be in order in dealing 
with the merits of the Bill. 


CoLoneL KENYON-SLANEY : Shall 
I be in order, Mr. Speaker, in taking up 
the argument of the hon. and learned 
Member upon the question as to how 
the agricultural interest will be affected 


by this Bill? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Not in the economic 


sense, but in the scientific sense, yes. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY : I con- 
fess that it is a little difficult for ignorant 
and uneducated agriculturists to separate 
the economic from the scientific. I did 
hear the hon. and learned Member for 
Launceston make some remarks, upon 
which I am prepared to upset him, but 
whether they are economic or scientific 
I am not quite certain. I know that he 
made one or two statements which are 
contrary to the facts. He gave as one of 
his reasons for opposing this motion 
that we must take evidence as to whether 
foreign barley would supplant English 
barley. May I point out to the hon. and 
learned Member that the primary inten- 
tion of the promoters of this Bill is not 
one which enters into the question of 
barley at all. The primary intention of 
the promoters of this Bill is that the 
consumer shall have the right to ask for 
a certain article, and that he shall not 
be supplied with something entirely 
different. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think that is an 
economic question and not a scientific 
one. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY : I find 
that this is extremely cramped and 
difficult country to ride over. At least, 
IT may say that the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, when he pointed out what 


ithe results would be of substituting 
*Mr. SPEAKER; I must point out | 


foreign barley for English, forgot to 
mention that, in many instances, already 
the brewers used from 60 to 70 per cent. 


of sugar. [Cries of “ No, no.”} From 
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those cries the House will notice the 
difference between ignorance and know- 


ledge. There is a possible contingency 
that those hon. Members who differ 


from me may be ignorant.and I may be , 
right. There is also this to be recollected. 
If this Bill has to have the scientific and 
economic effect which the hon. and 
learned Member desires, it will be possible 
to drive out this sugar and introduce 
more barley. But we are not discussing 
the question of any antagonism between 
English and foreign barley, and our 
object will be achieved if the result of this 
Bill is that beer will be brewed from 
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in many cases have proved deleterious. 
This is not a highly controversial, com- 
plex, or technical Bill, and it is capable of 
being dealt with on its merits by any 
rational Committee upstairs. The Grand 
Committee on Law is perfectly competent 
to arrive at a reasonable and fair solution 
of the difficulties, and although it may 
be possible for those who oppose the Bill 
to introduce all manner of technicalities, 
that charge cannot justly be brought 
against the promoters of the Bill. 


Question put. 


The House divided: — Ayes, 190; 
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Vincent,Col.SirC. E H(Sheffield 


Ways and 


Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S.) | 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Order for Committee discharged. 


Bill committed to the 
mittee on Law, ete. 


Standing Com- | 
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Motion made, and Question put, 


Resolution read a second time. 


* That 


WAYS AND MEANS (2orH JUNE}— this House doth agree with the Com- 
REPORT. a ~ “war 
; mittee in the said Rosolution. 
Resolution reported— 
“That towards making good the The House divided :—Ayes, 302 ; Noes, 
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Bill ordered to be brought in by the, 
Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. | 


Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT (EXPENSES). — REPORT. 

Resolution reported— 

* That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of any expense incurred 
by the Secretary of State in any inquiry 
under the provisions of any Act of the 
present session to amend the Factory 
and Workshops Acts.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


CREMATION BILL [Lords]. 
Orderfread, for further proceeding on 
consideration, as amended by the Stand- 
ing Committee :— 


The Clause (Definitions (Scotland)— 
In the application of this Act to 
Scotland— 

The expression * burial autho- 
rity ” shall mean the parish 
council or town council of 
any parish or burgh as de- 
fined in Sections 2 and 3 of 
the Burial Grounds (Scotland) 
Act, 1855, or any Act 


omending the same. 
The expression “the Local 
Government Board” shall 


mean the Local Government 
Board (Scotland) ; 

The expression ‘Secretary of 
State ” shall mean the Secre- 
tary of State for Scotland— 
(Mr. Renshaw.) 


tead a second time on 19th June. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
he desired to know if it would be in 


order now to move that the clause ex- 
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| O’Shaughnessy 


1550 


Bill. 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


lliam 
Kerry, W.) 


(Mayo, N.) 


Ri Bacebs 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Joseph 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


tending the Bill to Scotland be postponed. 
The clause, having been read a second 
time, was part of the Bill, and he sub- 
mitted it would be in order to move that 
it be postponed until the other clauses 
had been considered. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


in order. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he desired 
to move an Amendment in order to 
raise a question of some little interest. 
In the opinion of the Law Officers of Scot- 
land the parish council was the proper 
authority to be entrusted with powers 
under the Act, and it was provided that 
in the application of the Act to Scotland 
the expression “burial authority ” 
should mean the parish council. It 
appeared to him, merely from English 
experience, that it was very doubtful 
whether it would be wise to entrust 
parish councils in Scotland with power 
to build crematoria. That would be a 
very expensive matter, and a matter 
requiring scientific knowledge, 
which was not ordinarily at the disposal 
of a parish council. He should have 
thought that it was open to doubt 
whether the parish authority was the 
proper authority to carry through such 
a work. Then there was the question of 
expense. He thought he was right in 
saying that a parish council was limited 
with reference to its rating power under 
the Local Government Act, and no pro- 
vision, so far as he was aware, was in- 
cluded in the Bill for extending that 
power. It would, therefore, in his 
opinion, be better to confine the applica- 
tion of the Bill in Scotland to the county 


That would not be 


some 


councils, which commanded the _ best 
advice, and had very much _ greater 


financial resources. The Bill had been 
extended to Scotland on the advice of 
his hon. friend and against his own 
wishes, and, having been extended, it 
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should be well considered. He begged 
to move to omit the words “ parish 
councils or.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Clause— 

‘*To leave out the words ‘the parish council 
or.’ °—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


(Juestion proposed, ** That the words 
‘the parish council or’ stand part of 


the Clause.” 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) 


said he did not think the noble Lord quite | 


apprehended the position in Scotland. 
He might explain that the parish council 


in Scotland was the burial authority, | 
and the only authority which had any 


connection with the burial laws. There 
was no doubt whatever that under the 
regulations which would be laid down by 
the Secretary of State it would be im- 
possible for small parish councils to 
apply the Act, but there were large 
parish councils in Scotland which would 
be able to avail of it. He would appeal 
to the noble Lord to withdraw his amend- 
ment, as the parish council was the only 
authority, outside the large boroughs, 


that could deal with the Bill in Scotland. | 


Mr. BANBURY said that he was glad 
the Bill had been extended to Scotland, 
and, having been extended, they ought 
to make it workable. The noble Lord 
said that in his opinion the parish council 
would not be the proper authority, and 
he referred to the question of finance. 
His hon. friend who appealed to the noble 
Lord to withdraw his Amendment said 
that the small rural parish councils 
would be incompetent to carry out the 
provisions of the Act. Surely there was 


no use in putting in an authority which | 


would be incompetent. 


Mr. RENSHAW said he did not sug- 
gest that the parish councils would be 
incompetent. What he did suggest was 
that many parish councils would not be 


large enough and would not have suffi- | 


cient funds to meet the necessary regu- 
lations which would be laid down by the 
Secretary of State. 


{COMMONS} Bill. 


| out the provisions of the Act, but if they 
were unable they would also be incom- 
petent. He would ask the Solicitor 
General for Scotland whether it would 
not be possible to substitute the county 
council in Scotland for the parish council. 
He thought that would probably carry 
out what the noble Lord had in view. 





| *THe SOLICITOR GENERAL ror 
| SCOTLAND (Mr. Scotr Dickson, Glas- 
| gow, Bridgeton): With reference to the 
suggestion to substitute the county 
council for the parish council, I may 
point out that in Scotland the 
/management and control of — burial 
| grounds under the Burial Acts have 
hitherto been vested in bodies whose 
powers are derived entirely from the 
parish. They were the parochial boards 
and are now the parish councils, and I 
am afraid it would lead to confusion 
and very great difficulty in administra- 
tion if a body with such a large area as a 
county council were to be brought in 
to deal with matters which are really 
matters of parochial administration: 
Therefore, looking at the legislation 
existing in Scotland in this matter, I 
think that the right of saying whether 
a crematorium should or should not be 
erected should be with the parish council, 
and not with the county council. 
Of course the House will observe that the 
clause is merely an empowering clause, 
not a compelling clause. With reference 
| to the observations of the noble Lord, I 
think it may be left to the well-known 
caution of the Scotch that they will not 
indulge in any superfluity of extrava- 
gance. 


) 


Eart PERCY said of course it was very 
difficult for an Englishman, ignorant of 
the details of local government in Scot- 
land, to discuss the matter. He under- 
'stood there was substantial agreement 
| between his noble friend and the hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill. His 
noble friend said that the parish councils 
in many cases would not be the proper 
authority, and would not have sufficient 
' funds to enable it to carry out the pro- 
| visions of the Act. That was acknow- 
| ledged by the hon.. Member in charge of 

the Bill. 


| Mr. RENSHAW said he begged to 


| correct a misapprehension. on the part of 


Mr. BANBURY said he was wrong. | 
He should have said that many of the 
parish councils would be unable to carry 

Lord Hugh Cecil. 
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He seemed to be nervous 
about the extravagance of the parish 
councils, but if they had no money they 
| would not be able to build crematoria. 
EarL PERCY said the hon. Member | The noble Lord answered himself, because 
was in charge of the particular clause | he said the parish councils would have no 
extending the Bill to Scotland. The | rating power to meet such expenditure, 
hon. Member admitted that the small | and if they had no rating power they 
rural authorities would not be in a po- | could not expend the money. 
sition to comply with the regulations | a al ac et a ATs 
which would be laid down by the Secre-|_ MR. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
tarv of State. but he said there was no if the provisions had been mandatory he 
intermediary body between the large could have understood the objection of 
borough councils and the parish councils the noble Lord, but the Bill was only an 
in Scotland. He suggested that it might enabling Bill, and therefore the objection 
be possible to accept his noble friend’s | of the noble Lord did not apply at all. 
Amendment if a limit of population The truth of the matter was that a Scotch 
were inserted, so as to provide that no debate might often be dull, but it was 
parish council should be entrusted with | Never ridiculous until Englishmen inter- 
powers under the Act unless it repre- fered. 
sented a certain population. 
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the noble Lord. He was not in charge ; Amendment. 
of the Billinany way. An hon. Member 
opposite was in charge of it. 





Mr. JORDAN said the 


Question put. 


noble Lord The 


would be well advised to withdraw his | Noes, 104. 
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Stroyan, John 


(Limehonse) 


EArt PERCY said he desired to move 
in line 3, after the word 
insert “of more than 
tants.” It was quite true that the 
elause was not mandatory, but merely 
permissive, but it was ridiculous to give 
power to a parish council to build a 


“ burgh,’”’ to | 
10,000 inhabi- | 
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Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’'dUniv. 
| Tufnel, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
| Warde, Colonel C. E. 
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Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Williams. RtHnJ Powell-(virm. 
Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Lord Hugh Cecil and Mr. 
Banbury. 


respectful answer to the argument of 
his noble friend. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 


Rugby) said there was one condition 


'which the House always insisted upon, 
'and that was that when an hon. Member 


crematorium which had no power to raise | 
‘some elementary knowledge of the sub- 


the necessary money. Every parish of 
10,000 inhabitants would, however, have 
power to raise sufficient money to cover 
any reasonable expenditure, and 
ventured to think that the Amendment 
might be accepted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After the word ‘burgh,’ to insert the 
words ‘of more than ten thousand inhabi- 
tants.’ ”’—(Harl Percy.) 

(Juestion proposed, “* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he could not 
conceive a more slovenly or clumsy way 
of legislating than passing a Bill giving 
all kinds of powers to an authority 
without inquiring whether that autho- 
rity could use them or not. The hon. 
Member for South Tyrone conceived 
that because he represented an Irish 


‘constituency he was entitled to reprove | 


Englishmen for discussing Scottish 
matters, but it was very difficult to 


accept that view. At any rate, 


hon. | 


he| 


took part in a discussion he should have 


The noble Lord who complained 
that the Amendment had been treated 
with severe silence said that the parish 
councils would have no power to provide 


ject. 


funds for erecting crematoria. 


ment was inaccurate. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: It was stated 


in the last debate. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the state- 
If the noble Lord 
had taken the trouble to inform himself 
on the matter, as he ought to have done 


before criticising the Bill, he would have 


found that every parish council had 


| power to raise money by loan for certain 


Members who understood Scottish insti- | 


should have some regard to 
No 


tutions 
making the Bill a proper measure. 


information had been given as to why | 


his noble friend’s Amendment should not | 


be accepted, and up to the present they 
had not been treated to anything but 
severe silence, just as if, in discussing the 


powers of a parish council, they were | 
trespassing on sacred ground, on which | 


it was almost profane to enter. 
hoped they would have a proper 


He | 


and | 


|might be ; 


purposes. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL asked what was 
the limit. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he declined 
to turn the House of Commons into an 
elementary school-room. } 


=Lorp HUGH CECIL said the sii 
Gentleman accused him of being igno- 
rant of the subject, but he himself would 
also appear to be ignorant of it. 


CORRIE GRANT said that 
but some Members of the 
House would, at any rate, know that he 
had given a great deal of attention to 
these matters. It seemed to him that 
the ignorance of some hon. Members 
was extraordinary. He only rose to 
make the suggestion that as this was a 


*Mr. 
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practical discussion, he 


expect to be instructed in details with 
which they ought to have acquainted 
themselves beforehand. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge) said he thought the position 
taken up by the hon. Member who had 
just spoken was very 
What had happened was that the hon. 
Member who introduced the new clause 
himself stated that the smaller parish 
councils would not have sufficient rating 
power to enable 
toria. That was the only fact they had. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that what 
had been stated was that there were 
some parish councils so small that they 
would not have the power of raising the 
necessary funds, 
proportion of the parish councils would. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said he 


was dealing with the fact as it had been 


{COMMONS} Bill. 


did not think 
hon. Members had a right to get up and 


xtraordinary. | 
extraordinary. | part, he would support the Amendment 


| authorities as could usefully 
| of it. 


them to build crema- | 


but that a very large | 
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stated by the hon. Member who intro- 
duced the clause. The clause extended 
the Bill to Scotland, and surely hon. 
Members had a right to discuss whether 


| the means proposed were really adequate 


or not. They had been told that a large 
number of the parish councils would not 
be able to make use of the Act ; why, 
then, should they be included. For his 


to limit the application of the Act to such 
make use 


Mr. RENSHAW said he would appeal 
to the House to support the clause in the 
form in which it had been read a second 
time. There were grave objections in 
practice to putting in the Bill a limitation 
of population. 


Question put. 


The House’ divided:—Ayes, 88; 
Noes, 268. (Division List No. 282.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Baldwin, Alfred Hill, 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

dignold, Arthur 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Butcher, er aaa 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A(Glasgow 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
E re Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, Wm. Johnson 
Gilhooly, James 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gunter, Sir Robert 


“Arthur 


Knowles, Lees 


L undon, W 


Maconochie, A 


Murphy, J 


| ¢ Y Donnell, 


Hammond, John 
Hardy, Lanrence(Kent, Ashf'd | 


Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hope,J. F(Shettield, Brightside 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood- (Sussex | 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 


Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llew ellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.{ Portsmouth 


| Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, John C umming 


M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F | 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Myers, W illiam Henry 
O’Brien, P. Z (Tipperary, N.) | 
. (Kerry, W.) | 
| fem P. J. 

| Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham ' 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Penn, John 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renwick, George 
tichards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
othschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-C ox, Thomas 
Spencer, E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
| Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Rt. Hon. J.G.(Oxf'dU.)} 
W alrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E(Taunton 
iW entworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
| Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
| 





White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Earl Percy and Mr. Griffith- 
Boscawen. 


NOES. 


A gg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex F. | Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Aird, Sir John Atherley-Jones, L. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Mr. Corrie Grant. 


Anstruther, H. T 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Capt. C. .B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Maj. KR(Christchureh 
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Banbut 
Barry, 
Bayley 
Beaum 
Bell, I 
Bentin 
sill, Cl 
jlake, 
Blunde 
Boland 
Bond, | 
Boulno 
Jowles 
Boyle, 
Brigg, : 
Broadh 
Brunne 
Bullard 
sums, 
Burt, 7 
Camere 
Campb 
Carson 
Causto 
Cavenc 
Cawley 
Cayzer 
Cecil, § 
Channi 
Chapm 
Coddin 
Cogan, 
Colling 
Colville 
Corbet: 
Corbet 
Craig, 
Crean, 
Cromb 
Cross, . 
Crossle 
Cullina 
Dalkei 
Daly, - 
Denny. 
Dickso 
Digby, 
Dillon, 
Donela 
Doogar 
Dougla 
Doxfor 
Dutty, 
Duneat 
Dunn, 
Edwar 
Evans, 
Farell 
Farqul 
Fellow 
Fenwic 
Fergus 
Ffrene 
Field, | 
Finlay, 
Fitzma 
Fitzroy 
Flanne 
Flynn, 
Foster, 
Fuller, 
Gartit, 
Godda 
Godson 
Gore, H 
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Banbury, Frederick George 
eb SirFrancis T.(W indsor) | ¢ 
Bayley, Thomas (Derby shire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C 
3ill, Charles 
slake, Edward 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 
Bond, Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Sowles,T. Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Boy le, James 
srigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John ‘Tomlinson 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
surns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon.SirEdwardH. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
( ‘awley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, E velyn (Aston Manor) 
C hanning, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Coddington, Sir Wm. 
Cogan, “Denis J. 
Collings, Rt. Hn. 
Colville, John 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cullinan, J. 
re mage Earl of 
Daly, James 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Jesse 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 


Douglas,.Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Dufty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir Wm. 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans, SirFrancisH. (Maidst’e) 
Fardell,-Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson,R.C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzmaurice -e, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, P¢ Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gartit, William 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gore, HnGR.C. Ormsby-(Salop 


) 


| Hain, Edward 
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Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’y) 
Greene,SirEW (B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) | 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrT ydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Fredk. Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


| Kitson, Sir James 





| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
| Lough, Thomas 
| Lowe, Francis William 


Heime, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Chas. H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Holland, Wm. Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Johnston, Wim. (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidB srynm *ry(Swans’a 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) | 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joy ce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James | 

Kenyon, James (Lanes, Bury) | 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 


Lambert, George 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mappin, Sir Frdk. Thorpe 
Mather, William 

Maxw: ell, WJ H(Dunmfriesshire 
Meysey- -Thomson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry © 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
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Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Captain Cecil Wm. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James(Rose’mm’n,N. 
8 La William 
O'Mara, James 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Par ker, Gilbert 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Pease,SirJoseph W.(Durham) 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rea, Russell 
Reckett, Harold James 
teddy, M. 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
tidley,Hn M. W.(Staly bridge) 
Rigg, Richard 

Zober ts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robinson, Brooke 

foche, John 

toe, Sir Thomas 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye: 
Ropner, Col. Robert 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 
Sadler,Col. ‘Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S.(Limehouse) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair,Capt John(Forfarshire 
Smith, H. C(North’mb.T’nes’de 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.(North’ts- 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan. Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merth’r: 
Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings. 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thomson, DrEC(Monagh’n, N. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
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Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Warr, Augustus Frederick | Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) | Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) | Wilson,HenryJ. (York, W.R.) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) | Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon | Wolff, Gastav Wilhelm 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) | Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf’d 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The clause 
as it at present stands, that “ the expres- 


** To leave out the words 


Bill. 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Renshaw and Mr, 
Wallace. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘defined in sections 


sion ‘ burial authority’ shall mean the 
parish council or town council of any 
parish or burgh, as defined in Sections 2 
and 3 of ‘ Burial Grounds (Scotland) 
Act, 1855,’” is not quite accurate. 
Neither of these bodies are defined in 
these sections. I propose to leave out 
the words “ defined in Sections 2 and 3 


two and three of,’ and insert the words ‘ the 
case may be vested with the powers and duties 
conferred by.’”—(Mr. Solicitor General for 
Scotland.) 

Question, “ That the words * defined 
in Sections 2 and 3 of ’ stand part of the 
Clause,” put, and negatived. 

Question put, “ That the words ‘the 
case may be vested with the powers and 


of” for the purpose of 


“as the case may be, vested with the 
powers and duties conferred by.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlexF. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Gloue. Stroud 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John G. Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.(Christeheh | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, SirFrancis T.(Windsor) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. b. 
Bell, Richard 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blake, Edward 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Butcher, John George 
‘Caldwell, James 
‘Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, Kt.Hn.J.A(Glasg’ w | 


substituting duties conterred by’ be there inserted.” 
J | 


The 
Noes, 51. 


AYES. 


Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish. V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Channing, Francis Allston 


| Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. — 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| Colville, John 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Seott 


| Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


Dimsdale, Sir JosephCockfield 
Donelan, Captain A. 


| Doogan, P. C. 


Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 


| Dunean, J. Hastings 


Dunn, Sir Wm. 
Edwards, Frank 


| Elibank, Master of 

| Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidst’ne 
| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

| Fenwick, Charles 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird(Manc’r 


House 
(Division List No. 283.) 


divided :—Ayes, 309; 


Ffrench, Peter 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert P enrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry Wm. 

Foster, Sir W.(Derby County) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, HnGRC.Ormsby-(Salop) 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, Wm. Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Hammond, John 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf'd 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hoo. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
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Hempl 
Hende 
Hermo 
Hill, A 
Hoare, 
Hoare, 
Hogg, 

Hollan 
Hope,J 
Hornin 
Hould: 
Hoult, 
Hozier 
Hump! 
Huttor 
Jackso 
Jacoby 
Jettrey 
Jessel, 
Johnst 
Joicey. 
Jones, 
Jones, 

Jordan 
Kearle 
Kenne 
Kenyo 
Kenyo 
Kim be 
Kinloe 
Kitson 
Know] 
Lambt 
Lawre! 
Lawso 
Laylar 
Lecky. 
Lee, A 
Legge, 
Leigh, 
Leigh- 
Leng, 

Lewis, 
Llewe 
Loder, 
Long, | 
Lough 
Lowe, 
Lowth 
Lowth 
Lucas. 
Macar 
Macdc 
Macor 
M‘Cra 
M‘kKil 
Majen 
Maleo 
Mappi 
Masse 
Maxw 
Meyse 
Mildm 
Milne: 


Abrah 
Barry, 
Bolanc 

doyle, 
Camp! 
Coddis 
Cogan 
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Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
eat oat Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Arthur 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, Wm. Henry 


Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside | 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, James (Lanes.,Bury. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon, Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
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Clause, as amended, added. 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
The new clause which I have now the 
honour to move must commend itself 
to the House. It is— 

‘““No crematorium shall be constructed 
nearer to any dwelling house than two hundred 
yards, except with the consent in writing of 
the owner, lessee, and oceupier of such house.” 


I think it would be very objectionable 
to place a crematory close to a private 
residence. It would offend the eye with 
its huge chimney, and offend the ear 
by the tolling of the bell. Moreover, a 
householder does not care to see funerals 
constantly passing close to his house. Then 
from a public point of view a crematory 
erected in a suburb might cause a 
distinct interference with the systematic 
growth of the locality, and our suburbs 
require every protection. I do not say 
that 200 yards is a proper distance, and 
I would be quite open to accept an 
amendment. I do not know how 
many of these crematories we are 
going to have placed in the land, espe- 
cially if small public bodies are to have 
the power to raise money for building 
them. I do not say that they will neces- 
sarily be placed next to private dwellings 
or in our suburbs. I can imagine them 
being used as landmarks, and a crema- 
tory being erected on the heights of 
Snowdon, or of Helvellyn, or of Ben 
Nevis, or even on the top of Croagh 
Patrick. The 200 yards may appcar 
to be an arbitrary distance, but I have 
taken it from Section 10 of the Ceme- 
teries Clauses Act of 1847. In con- 


sidering this matter I was very much | 


interested in reading the report on the 


Redmond, William (Clare) 


‘Sanitary Condition of the 
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Labouring 
Classes of Great Britain in 1843, 
which contains much information in 
regard to cemeteries. Great consider- 
ation was given to the situation in 
which cemeteries should be placed ; and 
the report stated that, in general, public 
cemeteries should be placed to the east, 
north, or north-east of our towns, because 
the south and south-west winds were 
usually moist, and would carry the 
putrefactive gases over the town more 
readily than east, north, or north-east 
winds, which were dry. The same con- 
sideration ought to be given in regard 
to the situation of crematories. I beg 
to move— 


New Clause (Site of Crematorium) 
brought up, and read the first time.— 
(Mr. Lees Knowles.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘ That the Clause be read a second time.” 


THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University): 
So far as the Government is concerned 
we have no objection to this new clause. 
It is in accordance with the Cemeteries 
Clauses Act which raises exactly the same 
question, and it would be well to have a 
uniform area. I desire, however, to enter 
a protest against these places being called 
crematories, as they might be mixed up 
with creameries in Ireland. 


Question put. 


The House divided:—Aves, 293; 
Noes, 57. (Division List No. 284.) 
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“ A burial authority may accept a donation 
of land for the purpose of a crematorium, and 
a donation of money or other property for 
enabling them to acquire, construct, or main- 


tain a crematorium.’ 


He 


of mortmain, 
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would not trouble the House with one. 


moved to Another 


clause 
&e.)—(Mr. Lees Knowles)—brought jup, 
and read the first time. 


(Donations’ of land, 


Motion made, and Question put, 
“That the clause be read a_ second 
time.” 
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Daly, J 
Dalziel, 
Denny, 
Dewar, 
Dickso: 
Dickso. 
Digby, 
Dilke, . 
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Dimsde 
Dixon- 
Donela 
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Doxfor 
Duneat 
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Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell,Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,T.R(T’rH’ ml’ts,S.Geo.) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
lenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- | 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE.W.B’ryS.Edmnds 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Hammond, John 

Hardy, Laurence (Kent Ashf'd 
Harmsworth, R. (Leicester) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norva! Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Hill, Arthur 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 


Jones, David\ Brynm’rSwansea | 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, James (Lances.,Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo.Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lloyd- George, David 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. ( Kent 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


| Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) | M‘Crae, George 
Fuller, J. M. F. | 


Galloway. William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
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Maleolm, Ian 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirHE( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfries-sh. 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. G. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Monta cu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, David J. (Walthm’ w 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Chas. ( Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
Morton,Edw. J. C. (Devonport 
Murray,Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O'Doherty, William 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Neill. Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing. Charles Lindsay 
Palmer.SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, “Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pease,SirJoseph W. (Durham) 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rea, Russell 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Reid,SirR.Threshie (Dumfries) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hon.M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Rigg, Richard 

Robinson, Brooke - 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln } 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
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Sinclair,CaptJ ohn(Forfarshire 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,H.C( North’mb.Tynesi’e 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Spencer,Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,I’. Freeman-( Hastings) 
Thomas,J.A.GlamorganGow’r 
Thompson, DrEC\ MonaghanN 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 

Boland, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Esmonde. Sir Thomas 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Gilhooly, James 

Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Green, W. Raymond- (Cambs.) 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Clause added. 


Mr. MACARTNEY 


(Antrim, 


{COMMONS} 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Vincent,ColSirC. E. H(Sheffield 
Wallace, Robert 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 

Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
White, Luke ( York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-un-Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Osmond ( Merioneth) 


NOES. 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
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| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Wills, Sir Frederick 


| Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 


Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, SirJT.( Hudd’rsfid 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyFs—Mr, 
Knowles and Mr. Griffith- 
Boscawen. 


O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, Wm. (Clare) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Roche, John 

Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford; 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 
Mr. Crean and Mr. Thomas 
O’ Donnell. 





moved the following clause— 

“In the application of this Act to Ireland 
the expression ‘burial authority’ shall mean 
the urban sanitary authority or the rural 
sanitary authority as defined in Sections 22 
and 33 of the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act, 1898 ; the expressions ‘ the Local Govern- 
ment Board’ and ‘the Secretary of State’ 
shall mean the Local Government Board 
(Ireland).” 


The only argument which he thought 
it necessary to advance in support of | 
this clause was that the reasons which 
rendered it desirable that crematoriums 


should be established in England and | 


Scotland applied equally to Ireland. He 
desired to correct a misapprehension 
which arose from a statement made in 
the Grand Committee. An hon. Mem- 
ber there said there were no burial | 
boards in Ireland. But in that he was 
wrong, for boards had existed since 


'1856 which exercised the powers of 

‘burial boards in the same way as in 
8.) England and Scotland. 

Another clause (Definitions  (Ire- 


land)—(Mr. Macartney)—brought up, 
and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a_ second 
time.” 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said that, being in charge of 
the Bill, he desired to correct the state- 
ment made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite as to what took place in 
the Grand Committee. There was no 
question as to the non-existence of burial 
| boards in Ireland. It was never the 
intention of anyone connected with the 
Bill to extend its provisions to Ireland. 
He objected in the strongest way to 
its being extended to that country; 
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1577 Cremation 
he had the greatest sympathy with those 
who objected to the extension, and he 
hoped his hon. friends on that side of 
the House would assist him in resisting 
the proposal. Ireland had _ unfortu- 
nately a smaller population than any 
other part of the United Kingdom. 
It was only in dense populations that 
the Bill was desirable in the interests of 
public health, and he had no desire to 
force it upon any community, the greater 
portion of which was opposed to it. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
could not conceive it possible that the 
House of Commons would force the 
Bill on Ireland against what was prac- 
tically the opinion of the whole of the 
people of the country. The hon. Mem- 
ber who had moved the. Amendment 
was no doubt an Irishman, but if a 
division were taken it would be seen 
that there was an overwhelming majority 
of opinion of Irish Members sitting in 


every quarter of the House against the | 


Bill. It was never seriously suggested 
before the Committee that it should be 
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Sirk EDWARD CARSON : I hope the 
House will reject the Amendment. Let 
me remind hon. Members what is the 
real object of this Bill. Cremation is 
existent in England and Scotland, it can 
be carried on without any kind of inter- 
ference by any authority, and I say it is a 
matter of importance, seeing that the 
practice is growing, that there should be 
some supervision by a Government 
department of the conditions under 
which bodies are burned. But no such 
necessity exists in Ireland. I do not 
believe there is a single crematorium in 
that country, neither is there any 
system of burning bodies. If that is so, 
why should we, in the face of the oppo- 
sition of the greater part of the Irish 
Members, burden the Bill by including 
‘Ireland? Do not let us allow ourselves 
‘to be led away from what are the real 
| objects of the Bill by attempting to apply 
‘to Ireland a state of affairs in no way 
| applicable to that country. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL joined in the protest 
‘of the right hon. Gentleman opposite 








extended to Ireland, and when an Amend- | against the extension of this Bill to Ire- 
ment was moved to extend it to Scotland | !and, where such a course would create 
he opposed it, very largely on the ground | the greatest possible revulsion of feeling. 
that the matter had not been discussed | He had never heard of a single case of 
by the Committee, and because he did | cremation in Ireland, although the prac- 
not think it fair at the last moment |tice was common in England. They 
to spring the proposal upon the Com- | ought not, at the instance of a small 
mittee, especially as he had not had an | handful of Members, make a change 
opportunity of ascertaining what was | which would be so repugnant to the 





the view of the majority of Scotch 
Members. 


now in regard to Ireland. It seemed to 
him absolutely impossible to entertain 
the proposal seriously. The application 
of the Bill to Ireland would undoubtedly 
be most deeply resented by an over- 
whelming majority of the people. It 
would be a shock to their feelings. Any- 
one who knew the country knew that 
the religious feeling of the great majority 
would be outraged by the application of 
the Bill to their country, and without 
asking whether that feeling was reason- 
able or not, it would be a monstrous 
thing at the last moment if this was 
forced upon Ireland against the protest 
of the overwhelming majority of Irish 
Members, that he trusted the House 
of Commons would have more fairness 
and more common sense than to attempt 
to do anything of the kind. 


He was, therefore, perfectly | 
consistent in taking the same position | 


| feelings of the Irish people. 


| Mr. MORRIS (Galway), speaking as an 
‘Irishman, urged the House not to 
accept the proposal, which was posi- 
tively repugnant to the ideas of the Irish 
people, who possessed strong reverential, 
conscientious feelings on these questions. 
It was not the case that the reasons 
which justified the application of the Bill 
to England and Scotland applied equally 
to Ireland. There might be over-popula- 
tion in parts of the former countries, but 
in Ireland emigration was on the increase, 
and the population was decreasing. The 
least they could do for those who elected 
to remain in their native country was to 
ensure their decent burial in mother 
earth. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN could 
not understand the objection to the 
clause. The Bill was purely optional, 
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and it was ridiculous to talk of forcing it 
on Ireland. How could they enforce a 
purely optional clause? They had been 
told that the Irish people did not want 
the Bill, but, after all, the object was 
merely to regulate the use of crema- 
toria, and if, as was quite possible, 
one were ever set up in Ireland it ought 
to be subject to supervision in the same 
way as those in England and Scotland. 
He hoped his right hon. friend would 
press his clause to a division. 


Cremation 


Mr. BANBURY agreed with the last 
speaker. There was no desire to force 
anything disagreeable on Ireland, but 
they had been warned that by means of 
cremation crime might be concealed, and 
any legislation calculated to prevent the 
concealment of crime was equally good 
for England, Scotland, and Ireland. 
The Bill did not compel the establishment 
of crematoria; it simply provided for 
their proper supervision when set up. 
It was purely optional in its operation. 


Lorpv HUGH CECIL 
listened with great attention to the re- 
marks of the hon. Member for Waterford, 
and he was sure the House would desire 
to attach the utmost weight to the views 
of Irish representatives on Irish ques- 
tions. But he would like to point out 
that this was not a Bill to establish 
crematoria in Ireland. The hon. 
Member’s objection was really an objec- 
tion to the practice of cremation, which, 
no doubt, was opposed to the ideas of the 
majority of the Irish people. But this 
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said he had | 


Bill did not come within the scope of that 
objection. Still, the objection of hon. 
Members below the gangway opposite 
were much more reasonable than that 
put forward by hon. Gentlemen above 
the gangway. As to the point of popula- 
tion, the Bill had been extended to 
Orkney and Shetland, so that it did not lie 
in the mouths of the promoters of the 
Bill to say that it should not be extended 
to Ireland. There were portions of that 
country which were very populous 
indeed—Belfast, for instance. There was 
no opposition to the Bill in the north of 
Ireland. No doubt in three parts of the 
country the Bill would be a dead letter, 
but that was no reason w hy it should not 
be applied to the neighbourhood of 
Belfast, as well as to Glasgow. He could 
understand the opposition of the Irish 
Members below the gangway, but the 
arguments of those above the gangway 
deserved no respect whatever. 


It being half-past Five of the clock, 
Mr. SPEAKER proceeded to interrupt the 
Business. 


Whereupon Sir WALTER FOSTER rose 
in his place, and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put”; but Mr. 
Speaker withheld his assent, because he 
was of opinion that the House was pre- 
pared to come to an immediate decision 
without that motion. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 113 ; Noes, 
251. (Division List No. 286.) 


AYES. 


Allsopp, Hon. George 

Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alex. 
Balfour,MajK.R(Christch’reh) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (W indsor) 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brymer, William Ernest 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaplin, Rt. aa, Henry 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley , Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Col. 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 


Digby, John K. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. 


Flower, Ernest 


Garfit, William 


ome Henry 
Gray, Ernest ( 


| Gretton, John 


Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’ml’ts,S.Geo. | 


Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. | Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Doxford, Sir W illiam se 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A, 


Galloway, William Johnson 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (CityofLond. | 
Godson, Sir Augustus F, 
Robert 

Vest Ham) | Kimber, Henry 

Green, W. D. (Wi ednesbury) 

Greene,SirEW(B’ - tesewared nds | Laurie, Lt.-General 

Greene, HenryD.(S 

Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, Marqof(L’donder ry) 
| ire Laurence(Kent,Ashf‘d) 


D. Wingfield- 
Sir Charles 


Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
rewsbury) | Leng, Sir John 


) Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
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Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) | 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) | 
Maconochie, A. W. | 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Laren, Chas. Benjamin 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, RtHon.SirFrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Seott(Hants.) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis A. 

Nicol, Donal Ninian 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F, | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Roland, John 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, RtHnJ A. (Glasgow) 
Campbell, John (Armagh S.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Chas. Wm. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane,;Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John Wm. 

Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
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O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Sadler, Col. Samuel A. 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 


NOES. 
Cullinan, J. 


Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


| Daly, James 


Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Dufty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidst’ne 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ.(Mance’r) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


' Gilhooly, James 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Grenfell, William Henry 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


| Groves, James Grimble 


Gunter, Sir Robert 


| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
' Hammond, John 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Kt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F .(SheffieldBrightside 
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Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Thornton, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Sheffield 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Willoughby de Eresby. Lord 
Wilson-Todd,Wm.H.( Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Macartney and Mr. 
Griffith-Boscawen. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Hy. 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jessel, Capt. Herb. Merton 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, J. (Lancs., Bury) 
Keswick, William 


| Kinloch, Sir John George S. 


Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph : 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lundon, W. 

Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 


| M‘Govern, T. 


M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor, Rt. Hon John William 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose 
Morris, Hon. Martin H. F. 
Murphy, J.- 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. : 
N olan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
N olan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'brien, Kendal(T’pp’rry Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Rbkeay) 
0’ Brien, P. J. cr perary, N.) 
0’ Connor James(V W icklow, W. 
O’Doherty, William 
oy Denn, John (Mayo, 8.) 
Oo’ Donnell, T . (Kerry, W.) 
0’ Dowd, John 
oy Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. ) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,SirC harles M.(Durham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, ew P. (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron W alden) 
Pease, Sir J. W. (Durham) 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pow ell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

tedmond,JohnE. (Waterford) 


Further consideration 
Wednesday next. 


Local Government 


{COMMONS} 


Redmond, Wm. (Clare) 
Reid, Sir J. T. (Dumfries) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Rothschild, Hon. ‘Lionel W. 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw ,CharlesEdward(Stafford | 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. | 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,HC(N orth’mb. .T neside | 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks. ) 
Soares,’. Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 





| Spencer, RtHnCR(Northants.) 


Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry | 
Strachey, Edward | 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley | 
Sullivan, Donal 


deferred till | 


Provisional Orders Bill. 
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Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
seam 0s idAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorg’n Gower 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’ n,N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Walton, . ohn Lawson(Leeds,S) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
WwW hiteley, H. ge u.-Lyne 
Whitley, J. (Halifax) 


| Williams, edanaetiamncaatiy 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


| Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid 


Wilson, John (Durham Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

WwW oodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Walter Foster and 
Mr. Wallace. 


MEAT MARKING (IRELAND) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF | YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS [EXPENSES]. 


ADJACENT LAND) [EXPENSES} | 
Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | custody 
‘That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of all Expenses incurred 
by the Commissioners of Works under | 


any Act of the present session for the | 


acquisition of 
National Gallery 


(Mr. Akers-Douqlas.) 


Whereupon Motion made, and Ques- 
Chairman do report | 
progress ; and ask leave to sit again” 


—put, and agreed | yougp OF COMMONS ACCOMMODATION. 


tion, “ That the 


(Sir Thomas Esmonde) 
to. 


Committee 
again to-morrow. 


MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT (RESIG- 
NATION OF SEATS) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and | 
discharged ;_ Bill withdrawn. 





certain land, 
in London, and for 
other purposes connected therewith.” — 


report progress ; 


near the 


Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, 
_vided by Parliament, 
towards the cost of 
children or 
under any Act of the present session to 
amend the law relating to Youthful 
Offenders (King’s recommendation signi- 
fied), to-morrow.—(Mr. Secretary Ritchie.) 


out of moneys to be pro- 
of contributions 
maintaining 1n 
young persons 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 


«To apply a sum out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund to the service of the year 


ending on the thirty -first day of March, 


‘one thousand nine hundred and two,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time to-morrow. 


__ Report, with Minutes of Evidence and 


to sit) 


| Special Report, brought up, and read. 


| Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
| printed. [No. 234.| 


Reported, 


| 
| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


with an amended title 


| (Provisional Order relating to Aylesbury 





n- 


— 


nd 
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(Rural) not confirmed; remaining | PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP 0). 
Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon Sir James Kitson reported from the 
the Table. | Committee on Group O of Private Bills, 


| That at the meeting of the Committee 
this day a communication was received 
from Mr. Burke, one of the Members 
of the said Committee, stating that he 
BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL. | was unable, on account of ill-health, to 


FAVERSHAM WATER BILL (Lords). | attend the Committee this day. 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL. | Report to lie-upon the Table. 


Reported, with Amendments;  Re- | 


ports to lie upon the Table, and to be | Adjourned at ten minutes before 


printed. Six of the clock. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
to-morrow. 
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APPENDIX I. 





PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column relate to the page in this volume. 
indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 


VOLUME 


XCV. 


The figures in parentheses in 


“(H.L.]” following the title 





(A.) 


HousE or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by 


Bishopric of Southwark — Archbishop of Canterbury 


[H.L. | 


*Civil List | Marquess of Salisbury 


Convocations — of Archbishop of Canterbury 


the 
Clergy [H.L.] | 


County Councils (Bye- Earl of Northbrook 


laws [H.L. ] 


*County Courts (Ireland) | Lord Ashbourne 
f 
[H.L. | 


*Demise of the Crown 


Drunkards [H.L. ] | Bishop of Winchester 


| 
{ 


Education (Scotland) 


*Isolation Hospitals 


VOL. XCV. (Fourra SERIES. ] 


| 
| 
| 


| Read 


Progress. 


| Committee 11 June (7): 


Report 13 June (217): 
Read 3¢ 17 June (524) 

1¢ 20 June (8&2): 
Read 2¢ 21 June (1025) ; 
Committee, Report, 2- 
June (1185) ; Read 3° 25 
June 1350 


Read 2¢ 13 June (217); 
Committee, Report, 17 
June (524) 

Read 1¢ 13 June (216): 
Read 24 20 June (880): 
Committee, Report, 21 
June (1025) 

Report 14 June (383); 


Read 3¢ 18 June (686) 

Read 1¢ 11 June (9); Read 
27 17 June (526); Com- 
mittee, Report, 18 June 
(686) 


Report 14 June (383); Read 
37 20 June (874) 


Read 1¢ 20 June (882) 
Read 1¢ 18 June (686) 








Title of Bill. 


*Justices’ Jurisdiction 
(London) [H.L. ] 


Licensing [H.L.] 


*Lunacy (Ireland) [H.L. | 


Merchant Shipping Act 
1894 Amendment 


[H.L.] 


OutdoorRelief(Friendly 
Ss ieties) 


*Prevention of Corrup- 
tion (No. 2) | H.L.] 
*Purchase of Land 


(Ireland) 


*Supreme Court of 
Judicature (Appeals) 
[H.L. | 


House or Lorps—cont. 





! 
Brought in by 
| 


Progress. 





Lord Belper 
Bishop of Winchester 
Lord Ashbourne 

Lord Muskerry. 

Lord Monkswell 

Earl of Halshury 


Earl of Denbigh 


Ew of Halsbury 


| Read 1¢17 June (512); Read 


2“ 25 June (1345) 


Report 14 June (383) ; Read 
3° 20 June (877) 


ead 3¢ 14 June (383) 


Second Reading 
17 June (512) 


(rejected) 


Read 1“ 20 June (882); Read 
24 25 June (1349) 


Committee, Report, 13 June 
(217) 


Read 1° 14 June (384), Read 
27 18 June (685); Com- 
mittee, Report, 24 June 
(1185): Read 37 25 June 
(1350) 


Read 27 20 
Committee, 
June (1185) 


June (880) ; 
Report, 24 





Title of Bill. 
Alkali, &e., Works 
[H.1. | 
Beer 


*Berwiekshire County Town [H.L.] | Mr. A. 


Bishopric of Southwark [H.L. ] 


Canal Trattie 


*Civil List 


(B.) Hovusk oF ComMMoNns. 


Brought in by 


Regulation _ 


Mr. Purvis 


Mi urray 
| Mr. Thornton 


Mr. Holland 


Sir M. Hicks-Beach 


Graham 


Progress. 
Read 1° 11 June (70) 


Referred to Standing 
Committee 26 June 
(1521) 

Committee 20 
(1020) 

Read 1°19 June (815) 


June 


ead 1°25 June (1423) 


Third Reading (Adjd.) 
11 June(143); Read 
3* 18 June (736) 


*Colonial Acts Confirmation 


*Consolidated Fund (No. 2) 


| Sir Robert Finlay 


Mr. J. W. Lowther 


| Read 1° 13 June (330) 


Read 1°26. June (1584) 





ba. 


"7 


* I 


* k 








Read 


Read 


ected) 


Read 
June 


Read 
“ 

JOM- 
June 
June 


SU) ; 
24 


70) 


ding 
ine 


June 
315) 
123) 
jd.) 
tead 
)) 

330) 


384) 








HousE 





Title of Bill. 


*County Courts (Ireland) | H.L. | 


Cremation [H.L.| 


*Dublin Corporation 


Education (Young Children’s School 


Attendance) (Scotland) 


*Factory and Workshop Acts 
Amendment 
*Factories and Workshop Acts 


Consolidation 
* Finance 


Grocers Licenses (Scotland) 
*Tsolation Hospitals 
* Marriages Legislation (H.L. | 


Meat Marking (Ireland) 


Medical Aets Amendment 

Members of Parliament (Resignation 
of Seats) 

Mines (Eight Hours) 


*National Gallery (Purchase — of 


Adjacent Land) 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) 


Public Libraries [1.1 | 


*Purchase of Land (Ireland) 


Railway (Labour Disputes) Concili- 
ation and Arbitration 


Mr. 


oF ComMons—cont. 








| Mr. Atkinson 


Sir 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Sir 


| Mr. 
Mr. 
| Mr. 


~ 


| Sir 


Mr. 


~ 


= 
~ 


Mr. 


Mr. 


~ 


Brought in by 


IV”. Foster 


Wyndham 


Pirie 


Ritchie 


Ritchie 





J.W. Lowther | 


Joh “ Leng 


Long 


Jesse Collings 


Field 


Richard Jebb 


Loder 


 Yorall 


| Read 1’ 21 June(1081) 


Progress. 


Consideration, 19 June 
(859); 26 June 
(1549) 

Second Rdg. (Adjd.) 
17 June (676) 

Consideration, 12 June 
(149); Read 37 19 
June (815) 

Second Rdg. (Adjd.) 
11 June (109); Read 
2° 17 June (629) ; 


Expenses (Com.) 
21 June (1150); 
25 June (1507); 


(Report) 26 June 
(1549) 
Read 2° 17 June (367) 


Committee, 18 June 
(755); 20 June 929; 
24 June (1230) ; 25 
June (1437) 


Read 1°18 June (736) 


Akers Douglas 


Wingfield-Digby 


' Lord Balearres 


' 


Mr. 


Wyndham 


Bell 


Considered, Read 3’, 
17 June (676) 

Read 1° 25 
(1422) 

Read 1°17 June 680; 
Read 2’ 26 June 
(1584) 

Read 1° 18 June (736) 


June 


Withdrawn 26 June 
(1583) 

Committee 12 
(176) 

Read 2’ 17 June(676) ; 
Committee 25 June 


June 


(1507); 26 June 
(1583) 

Committee, Report, 
13 June (376); 


Consideration 17 

June (679); Read 

37 19 June (847) 
Read 2°24 June(1332) 


Committee, Report, 
13 June (375) 

Real 1° 25 
(1422 


June 

















HouskE oF ComMons—cont. 


Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 





*Registration of Births and Deaths Mr. Grant Lawson |, Read 1°13 June 
(329): Second Read- 
ing (Adj) ; 17 June Bt 
| (678) 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to | Mr. Crombie Referred to Standing 
Children | Committee, 26 June 
(1512) 
Small Holdings (Ireland) Vol. Nolan | Read 1° 14 June (467) 
*Solicitors [H.L. | Sir R. Finlay Read 1° 21 June 
(1081) 
Vaccination Prosecutions Mr. Channing Read 1°17 June (680) " 
n 
*Youthful Offenders Mr. Ritchie | Read 1°20 June (927); 


Read 2° 24 June 
(1332) 








ane 
ad- 


une 


ing 
ane 


67) 
une 
80) 
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ane 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


II. 


SESSION 1901. 





Ast OF RULES, Orpers, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 


of the House. 


[Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. | 


Title of Paper. 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 
(Cambridge),—Copy of Statutes made by the Govern- 
ing Body cf Trinity Hall, Cambridge, under The 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877, on 
3lst January 1901, and sealed on 21st February 1901, 
amending Statutes IV., [X., X., XIII., and XVII. 
of the Statutes of that College [40 and 41 Vic., ec. 48, 
s. 50] 


Board of Education,—Copy of Draft Order in Council 
for transferring to the Board of Education the 
powers of the Charity Commissioners to frame and 
establish Schemes for Educational Endowments in 
England and Wales [62 and 63 Vic., c. 33, s. 5] 


Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899 (Regulations for State | 


Inebriate Reformatories),—Copy of General Regula- 
tions for the Management and Discipline of State 
Inebriate Reformatories, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department in pursuance of 
The Inebriates Act, 1898 [61 and 62 Vic., c. 60, s. 21] 


Public Records (Admiralty),--Copy of Eighth Schedule | 


containing a List of Particulars of Classes of 
Documents which have been removed from the 
Office of the Commissioners for executing the office 


of Lord High Admiral of the United Kingdom of | 


Great Britain and Ireland, and deposited in the 





Public Record Office, but are not considered of | 


sufficient public value to justify their preservation 
therein [40 and 41 Vic., ec. 55, s. 1] 


Prisons (England and Wales) (Visiting Committees),— 


Copy of Draft Rule proposed to be made by the | 
Secretary of State for the Home Department under | 


the Prisons Acts, 1877 and 1898, with respect to the 
constitution of the Visiting Committee of Borstal 
Prison [61 and 62 Vic., c. 41, s. 2 (2)] 


Prisons (England and Wales) (Appropriation of Borstal 
Prison to Selected Criminal Prisoners), Copy of 
Draft Rule proposed to be made in pursuance of 
Section 25 of The Prisons Act, 1877, appropriating 
Borstal Prison to Selected Male Criminal Prisoners 
[61 and 62 Vie., ¢. 41, s. 2 (2)] 


Prisons (England and Wales) (Rules for Prisoners 
between the ages of 16 and 21 years),—Copy of 
Draft of Special Rules proposed to be made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department under 
The Prisons Act, 1898, with regard to Prisoners 
between the ages of 16 and 21 years [61 and 62 Vic., 
e. 41, s. 2 (2)] 


VOL. XCV. [FourtTH SErIEs.] 3 P 





Date from which 
the Period runs. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Period to lie upon 
the Table. 





13 June 


18 June 


24 June 


24 June 


26 June 


26 June 


26 June 





12 weeks 


4 weeks 


4 weeks (whilst the 
House is sitting) 


4 weeks 


30 days 


30 days 


30 days 











